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America versus Europe 


G eorge Bush’s four-day state 
visit to the United Kingdom 
has provoked a storm of 
brilliant protests. No walka¬ 
bouts for him. At the cost of £5 mil¬ 
lion, half the metropolitan police force, 
14,000 in total, have had to be de¬ 
ployed to guard the hated US presi¬ 
dent, turning key areas of central 
London into a kind of moving no-go 
zone. 

Millions opposed the US-UK war to 
conquer Iraq. They did not believe 
Saddam Hussein posed any kind of di¬ 
rect threat to them. Nor did they fall for 
the bogus claims of ongoing links be¬ 
tween Saddam Hussein’s regime and 
bin Laden. As to Iraqi’s supposed 
weapons of mass destruction, they still 
remain undiscovered - that despite six 
months of occupation. Lies, nothing 
more than useful lies. 

The movement against the war has 
seamlessly been transformed into a 
movement to oppose the occupation. 
Not that there is seamless unity. 
George Monbiot, the Morning Star’s 
Communist Party of Britain and a 
string of Labour leftists such as Tony 
Benn naively call for the United Na¬ 
tions to act as a substitute for the US- 
UK coalition. Iraq, they say, is not 
stable enough yet for self-determina¬ 
tion and democracy. Unintentionally 
this patronising approach plays 
straight into the hands of Bush and 
the US administration. Old-style colo¬ 
nialism was never their goal. 

In purely military terms the destruc¬ 
tion of the Iraqi army was a pushover. 
But putting in place a viable political 
alternative has proved far more diffi¬ 
cult. Predictably what the US has 
brought Iraq is not leffersonian de¬ 
mocracy: rather a new round of social 
dislocation and barbarism. 

The occupying powers have been 
subjected to almost daily guerrilla 
strikes - seemingly in the main by 
Ba’ath Party loyalists. The US re¬ 
sponds by blindly lashing out in all 
directions, producing yet more death 
and destruction. Faced with the im¬ 
possibility of imposing a military so¬ 
lution, the US high command has 
finally drawn up an exit strategy (to be 
fully implemented by 2006). Undoubt¬ 
edly the UN could be made to play its 
part here - like in Korea - as a US proxy. 

Neither Iraq nor any of the remain¬ 
ing so-called ‘rogue states’, such as 
Syria, Libya, North Korea, Iran and 
Cuba, constitute a “real or present 
danger” to the US. Economically and 
militarily they are weak but have man¬ 
aged by one means or another to gain 
varying degrees of political independ¬ 
ence. They are certainly not semi-colo¬ 
nies in any meaningful sense of the 
term. But, pitted against the US mili¬ 
tary machine in a conventional war, 
their defeat is inevitable. That is the 
point. 

Rogue states make a convenient and 
easy target. True, in the case of Iraq 
privatisation of the petrochemical in¬ 
dustry and the return of US trans¬ 
nationals is a bonus. Oil is though by 
no means the primary aim - a crude 
leftwing obsession and over-simplifi¬ 
cation. 

Actually what lies behind the US 
‘war on terrorism’ can be summed up 
under three main headings. Firstly, the 
‘war on terrorism’ serves as a cover to 
introduce all manner of draconian laws 
and regulations - eg, the Patriot Act - 
with the consent of the majority of the 
population. Anti-terrorism is the new 
anti-communism. Secondly, the ‘war 


on terrorism’ allows the Bush admin¬ 
istration to ramp up arms spending in 
an attempt to delay a devastating eco¬ 
nomic recession. Thirdly, the ‘war on 
terrorism’ is driven by fear of long-term 
competition from potential rivals - 
China, India, Russia, Japan and, most 
importantly, the European Union. 

As a land mass the EU is, of course, 
much smaller than the US. But in popu¬ 
lation terms it is bigger. The US has 
some 280 million inhabitants, the EU 
380 million. By the standard measure, 
the EU has a lower GDP than the US 
($7.8 trillion, compared to $9.9 trillion). 
However, the US economy is more 
privatised than the EU and certain 
costs - ie, health and education - are 
not fully reflected in the calculation of 
GDP figures for Europe. That, and an 
‘undervalued’ euro, explains why 
many economists estimate that the EU 
has in reality a higher GDP than the 
US. 

The EU still lacks cohesion. It is a 
confederation of unevenly developed 
and politically disunited states. Not 
surprisingly then, the EU was thrown 
into utter turmoil by Gulf War II. ‘Old 
Europe’, especially Germany and 
France, objected to US warmongering, 
unilateralism and contempt for the UN 
- dismissed as an antiquated hindrance 
to “American political leadership” by 
US neo-conservatives. Britain, Spain 
and Italy for their part lined up behind 
the US, along with ‘new Europe’ can¬ 
didate states, such as Poland, the 
Czech Republic, Hungary and Bul¬ 
garia. The US exploited these divi¬ 
sions to the full and sought to 
demonise France in particular. Donald 
Rumsfeld seethed and spluttered 
about French “treachery”. 

Despite Europe’s moments of para¬ 
lysing disunity the direction is clear: 
towards some kind of federal super¬ 
state. Needless to say, the German- 
French axis has vaulting ambitions for 
the EU. Ambitions that can be gleaned 
from the EU’s constitution drafted 
under the chairmanship of the former 
centre-right president of France, Valery 
Giscard d’Estaing. His basic remit was 
to produce answers to the knotty prob¬ 
lems arising from enlargement - the EU 
is set to grow from 15 to 25 member- 
states in May 2004. There is, however, 
a parallel agenda: with such a political- 
economic bloc streamlined and under 
centralised direction comes the pos¬ 
sibility of the EU playing a determin¬ 
ing global role and thereby decisively 
“counterbalancing” the US super¬ 
power. 

Speaking to the opening session of 
the constitutional convention on Feb¬ 
ruary 28 2002, Giscard d’Estaing 
looked magisterially towards the future 
horizon: “If we succeed,” he said, “in 
25 or 50 years time Europe will have 
changed its role in the world. It will be 
respected and listened to, not only as 
the economic power that it already is, 
but as a political power that will speak 
as an equal with the biggest existing 
and future powers on the planet” (see 
www.cer.org.uk). 

In his recent book, Of paradise and 
power: America versus Europe in the 
new world order, Robert Kegan, 
deputy chair of the Project for a New 
American Century, testified to a stra¬ 
tegic decoupling. He describes Europe 
as being committed to a “Kantian” 
world view of “self-contained law and 
mles of transnational negotiation and 
cooperation”. A pacific outlook, ar¬ 
rived at not by learning the “awful” 
lessons of World War I and II, as 


claimed. Rather it results from Europe’s 
profound military weakness. Taken 
together, the countries of the EU 
spend no more than $180 billion on 
arms. The US has a military budget 
now soaring towards the $500 billion 
mark. Hence, for all practical purposes 
today, the EU is incapable of “coun¬ 
terbalancing” the US in military terms. 
But tomorrow ...? 

Relations between the US and the 
EU have traditionally been those of 
partnership. The EU being viewed es¬ 
sentially as an extension, or an arm of, 
Nato. Cooperation, however, takes 
place in the context of increasing ten¬ 
sions, as EU interests and cherished 
aims come into conflict with US uni¬ 
lateralism, bullying and imperial arro¬ 
gance. To be specific - barriers against 
steel imports, the imposition of rising 
US indebtedness upon the rest of the 
world, shunning the Kyoto accord, 
abrogation of the ABM treaty. Na¬ 
tional Missile Defence, Israeli intran¬ 
sigence over implementing the Middle 
East road map and disputes over Iraqi 
reconstruction. 

Within the EU’s ruling circles Tony 
Blair endlessly excuses backing the 
Bush administration. The conceit is of 
Britain playing Greece to the new 
Rome. Influence is said to be better 
than confrontation. For Bush it is an 
unsolicited gift. Blair’s fawning, the 
meeting with Elizabeth Windsor, the 
stay in Buckingham Palace and the 
accolades for his Banqueting House 
speech are all cynically used by Bush 
to boost his chances of election in 
2004. 

In the mid to long term Britain’s 
policy of having one foot in Europe 
and the other in America cannot hold. 
The two blocs are diverging. More still 
unites the ruling classes of the US and 
EU than divides them. Nevertheless 
stresses and strains are daily growing. 
As a result it is correct to say that the 
EU-US relationship is evolving into an 
antagonistic partnership. 

Transparently the US-UK ‘special 
relationship’ is not one between 
equals. In the run-up to Bush’s visit 
any expectations of a climbdown over 
steel tariffs, British prisoners held in 
Guantanamo Bay and the Middle East 
road map were systematically 
quashed. Bush is more interested in 
securing votes in Pennsylvania than 
rewarding his British satrap. A trade 
war between the US and the EU - sanc¬ 
tioned by the World Trade Organisa¬ 
tion - is therefore on the cards. 

Against such a background it is vi¬ 
tal that the left and workers’ movement 
in Europe starts to get its act together. 
Our task is certainly not to line up with 
capitalist Europe against capitalist 
America, as implicitly suggested by 
Bernard Cassen, honorary president 
of Attac France. Neither is it adequate 
to merely pose an abstract socialism. 
Last week’s Social Forum in Paris rep¬ 
resented a modest, though real, step 
forward: thankfully, despite Socialist 
Workers Party objections, it was 
agreed to hold Europe-wide demon¬ 
strations against Giscard d’Estaing’s 
constitution on May 9 2004. 

More is needed, however. Much 
more. The task of Marxists, in particu¬ 
lar, is to map out a positive programme 
which crystalises and logically 
presents what we are for and which, 
through the popular struggle to real¬ 
ise its necessary aims, lays the basis 
for working class self-liberation • 

Jack Conrad 
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SSP inaccuracies 


Hugh Kerr should keep his sympathy for 
himself ( Weekly Worker November 6). 
As the press officer for a party with no 
MEPs (despite Hugh’s personal best 
efforts), no MPs, one councillor and no 
first-past-the-post M$Ps - all six are 
elected on PR - not to mention no Brit¬ 
ish presence and no links with organised 
Labour - someone needs to take pity on 
him. Especially since the $cottish Social¬ 
ist Party claims to be ‘breaking through’. 

And readers of the Weekly Worker will 
note that once again Hugh makes the 
same omission. He is careful to avoid 
discussing any fundamental issues. The 
best he can manage is to offer to debate 
in the Campaign for Socialism (CFS) jour¬ 
nal. He will have to convince the editor 
of The Citizen of the value of that, but if 
I were her I would be careful about the 
legal consequences of some of Hugh’s 
continued journalistic ‘inaccuracies’. 

Not only did George Galloway make it 
absolutely plain that he would not join the 
SSP: so did John McAllion last week, 
when the CFS executive put out a press 
release, with his consent, to clarify his 
position. McAllion is not minded to re¬ 
new his Labour Party membership, but he 
does not think that the SSP is the answer. 
As reported in the Scottish Sunday Post, 
McAllion said: “I have absolutely no in¬ 
tention of joining the [Scottish] $ocialist 
Party ... I am, however, still a member of 
the Campaign for Socialism and speak at 
socialist conferences.” 

One final point, Hugh: if you do read 
The Citizen, you will have noticed that 
in the last issue I specifically addressed 
the myth you repeated about the recent 
demise of activism in the Labour Party. I 
point out that the shell-like nature of 
Labour has been characteristic of the 
party in Scotland since 1932, when the 
Independent Labour Party disaffiliated. 
It is why Militant were able to infiltrate 
with such ease. But I suppose that, since 
you mould all contemporary events to 
shape your illusion about the imminent 
arrival of the SSP as a mass party of so¬ 
cialism, despite evidence to the contrary, 
I can hardly be surprised when you treat 
history the same way. 

Vince Mills 
Glasgow 


Rewin Labour 

As a member of the Labour Party, I read 
with interest discussion between com¬ 
rades Vince Mills and Hugh Kerr on the 
‘reclaim’ question. 

It is interesting that the same people 
who tell us the working class can 
change society will tell us we cannot 
change a party that was built by us in 
the first place. There is a ridiculous 
number of leftist ‘parties’ in the UK right 
now: they all talk about ‘building an al¬ 
ternative’ to Labour, but, as we can see 
from the so-called ‘Socialist Alliance’, 
they are a long, long way from doing 
anything of the sort. 

In Scotland of course the Scottish So¬ 
cialist Party has done reasonably well, 
but unfortunately they lean heavily on 
the policy of Scottish nationalism. They 
also seem to contain more fractions than 
my old maths textbook, and seem reluc¬ 
tant to make the break with reformism. 
The burning question is, do we really 
need more reformist parties? 

The reality of it all is that if everyone 
who spent so much energy talking about 
‘building alternatives’ were to just pick 
up a piece of paper they could take back 
the trade union party of the working 
class very easily. If breaking the union 
link was such a great idea then why are 
Tony Blair and the Tories so up for it? 
Do any of these comrades really believe 
that this great new ‘mass workers’ party’ 
(which they somehow by magic manage 
to win the masses to) would not attract 


rightist elements? Would they then jump 
ship (again) and begin laying the foun¬ 
dations for the next ‘mass workers 
party’? Comrades, it’s not called ‘the 
struggle’ for nothing: we must confront 
the right and defeat them, not mn away 
from them. 

With the recent election of Tony 
Woodley in the TGWU, and left victo¬ 
ries in the other big unions, all paths point 
in the direction of taking back our party. 
I urge comrades to remember exactly 
why the Labour Party was built, and re¬ 
member the people who built it. Now take 
a look at that smug murderer, Tony Blair, 
and his grinning cronies - you tell me you 
want them to have what so many work¬ 
ers dedicated their lives to? I know what 
I’d say, and it has nothing to do with 
running away. 

The only alternative I’ll be helping 
build is the new left alternative which will 
kick Blair and his type out of our party. I 
hope you will join me. 

Matthew McLean 

Fife 

State cap EU 

Methinks that Jack Conrad’s article, 
‘United States of Europe - theirs or ours’, 
seems to contain at least two errors 
{Weekly Worker November 12). 

Firstly, for over 200 years the British 
working class has demanded the aboli¬ 
tion of the wages system. The utopian 
socialist, Robert Owen, wanted wages 
to be replaced by a system of coupons. 
Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels also 
wanted the abolition of the wages sys¬ 
tem. But nowhere in the seven demands 
can be found the call for the wages sys¬ 
tem be abolished. Why not? 

Secondly, why is Jack Conrad calling 
for “workers’ control over big business 
and the overall direction of the 
economy”? Socialists and communists 
should be jointly organising for the ex¬ 
propriation of all business. And to argue 
the case for direct workers’/consumers’ 
control of land, labour and capital. 

To me, at least. Jack Conrad is calling 
for some kind of state capitalism. His de¬ 
mands fall short of a worker’s state. 
Philip Maguire 
Wolverhampton 

Active boycott? 

I would like to offer my thoughts in re¬ 
sponse to the letter from the Workers In¬ 
ternational Vanguard League asking for 
comments on its proposal to launch an 
active boycott of next year's South Af¬ 
rican elections (Weekly Worker Novem¬ 
ber 12). 

It is essential for revolutionaries to in¬ 
tervene in bourgeois elections, as this is 
a time when millions are actually think¬ 
ing politically and are open to new ideas. 
Launching a campaign for an active 
boycott is one way, but, in my opinion, 
that tactic should be retained only for 
those occasions when our own direct 
participation is ruled out: eg, if we are 
banned from standing candidates, or if 
our candidates have been eliminated in 
the first round and only unsupportable 
bourgeois candidates remain in the sec¬ 
ond round. Another occasion when the 
tactic of an active boycott might be em¬ 
ployed would be during a referendum, 
when the ruling class fixes the question 
and to vote either ‘yes’ or ‘no’ would be 
effectively to side with one wing or an¬ 
other of the bourgeoisie. 

However, the best way to intervene is 
to strive to stand our own candidates. 
Workers will not easily understand why 
we are proposing an alternative pro¬ 
gramme yet are not willing to put it to the 
test in the election - ‘If you know all the 
answers, why don’t you stand yourself?’ 
Workers may well judge that we are not 
serious if we refuse to do so. I know there 
are huge financial restraints in South Af¬ 
rica, but our starting point ought to be 
whether it is possible to overcome the 
obstacles placed in front of us by the anti¬ 
democratic electoral laws relating to de- 
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posits, etc. Besides, if our resources are 
such that we are unable to make much of 
an impact by standing candidates, then 
it is unlikely we will be able to achieve more 
with a boycott campaign. How many leaf¬ 
lets would the comrades be able to dis¬ 
tribute, for example? 

Of course the distribution of a few 
thousand leaflets might always produce 
a few recruits, but is that the limit of our 
ambitions? Like every other country 
South Africa needs a genuine Commu¬ 
nist Party and the central aim guiding our 
political interventions should be the crea¬ 
tion of such a party. The campaign to 
forge a revolutionary CP would be 
boosted enormously by the closest pos¬ 
sible unity of the existing revolutionary 
groupings and a significant step forward 
would be a united left electoral interven¬ 
tion. All the left groups are tiny, but if 
they united they could produce much 
more than the sum of their parts. Would 
it not be possible to pool financial re¬ 
sources to make the standing of candi¬ 
dates less of a burden? It would be 
perfectly possible for the left to agree a 
set of working class demands to put to 
the electorate, leaving every group free 
to supplement this with their own par¬ 
ticular propaganda. 

However, nothing of lasting value can 
be achieved without the adoption of a 
serious strategy towards the ‘official’ 
South African Communist Party. Here is 
an organisation which claims to repre¬ 
sent the working class while using the 
language of revolutionary socialism. Yet 
its leaders play amajor role in implement¬ 
ing vicious attacks on our class. The 
contradiction is there to be exploited, yet, 
almost without exception, the South 
African revolutionary left refuses to en¬ 
gage seriously with this party, hi my view 
this could best be done through taking 
out SACP membership and fighting to 
split the party from within. 

A left electoral intervention, seen as part 
of such a strategy, would call on the SACP 
to field its own independent candidates 
against the ANC. We could offer to stand 
down if it did so. Of course the SACP lead¬ 
ership would refuse the invitation. In those 
circumstances our electoral propaganda 
would appeal to the SACP rank and file as 
well as ANC-voting workers, to back us 
as the genuine anti-neoliberal and anti¬ 
capitalist candidates. 

Peter Manson 
editor. Weekly Worker 

ZCTU protest 

On November 18 the Zimbabwe Con¬ 
gress of Trade Unions, the main workers’ 
federation which gave birth to the Move¬ 
ment for Democratic Change, was calling 
for mass action to protest against the cri¬ 
sis of capitalism, which has reached un¬ 
precedented levels, with the near collapse 
of the economy and the exhaustion of 
Mugabe’s state capitalist policies 
adopted since 1997. The Mugabe regime 
has had no choice but to embark on an 
intensive neoliberal assault on the Zim¬ 
babwean working class - an assault 
which, of course, excludes the introduc¬ 
tion of necessary political refomis. 

While the MDC has been completely 
hopeless in dealing with the emerging cri¬ 
sis, the labour leaders have not been so 
fortunate, with mounting pressure from 
starving workers in the last two months to 
embark on some serious actions. 

The first was a poorly organised and 
mobilised general strike a month ago. But 
now the labour leaders have organised 
a much more serious effort, which was 
announced publicly at least a few days 
beforehand, calling for demands around 
bread and butter issues, especially taxa¬ 
tion, and for the first time openly calling 
for civic society groups to be actively 
involved in the action on an emerging 
united front basis. This is truly exciting. 
We in the International Socialist Organi¬ 
sation have been calling for precisely 
this kind of action for the last 18 months, 
as the real solution to the economic/ 
political crisis of Zimbabwe. 

This action is of critical importance, as 
it comes in the wake of the apparent 
emerging ascendancy of the Zanu-PF 


state-capitalist, quasi-Stalinist intellec¬ 
tual petty bourgeois grouping around 
Jonathan Moyo/Chinamasa and sec¬ 
tions of the army/police intelligence/war 
vets leaders like Chihuri and possibly the 
retiring army general commander, Zvin- 
avashe, who are opting for a route out 
of the crisis modelled on Botha’s South 
Africa of the mid-1980s - a massively 
repressive quasi-civilian/military junta, 
based on a state capitalist/quasi-anti¬ 
imperialist policies and rhetoric. 

The imploding Zimbabwean crisis will 
have to be resolved in the streets, facto¬ 
ries and colleges of our towns and pos¬ 
sibly farming areas. 

ISO 

Harare 

Anarcho record 

In my last letter I questioned Iain 
McKay’s assertion that the Makhnoites 
“liberated the towns”, as I thought that 
anarchists believed liberation was 
achieved by workers themselves and not 
by self-proclaimed bands of revolution¬ 
aries ( Weekly Worker October 30). 

McKay indignantly responds: “Does 
he not believe in solidarity between peas¬ 
ants and workers?" (Letters, November 
6). The answer would have to be, yes, 
comrade, I do. However, it seems that 
you draw an equals sign between the 
Makhnoites and the peasantry. In fact 
the Makhnoite army was only a marginal 
force in the Ukraine, concentrated almost 
exclusively in the Guliai-Pole area and 
numbered no more than 6,700. 

In any case, talk of the Makhnoites 
“liberating the towns” is pure revision¬ 
ism. The Makhnoites failure to under¬ 
stand the needs of urban workers was 
one of the contributing factors to the 
failure of the movement to survive. They 
occupied a single town. Ekaterinoslav, 
for one day (before being driven out by 
the whites due to lack of discipline and 
organisation), during which they alien¬ 
ated the city’s population by engaging 
in acts of destruction, burning libraries 
and archives, and deliberately shelling 
the city’s most beautiful buildings (see 
Z Arbatov Ekaterinoslav 1917G922). 

McKay asserts that in the Makhnov- 
shchina “grassroots democracy was 
sometimes ignored. The point is not 
whether violations of principle occur: it 
is whether such violations are built into 
the new system." So it seems then that 
principles are not important - just the 
degree of the violation. Furthermore, if 
grassroots democracy is ignored, we can 
only conclude that it was ignored from 
above and thereby both hierarchy and 
bureaucracy must have existed within 
the Makhnoite movement. 

Colin Dai'ch, a historian specialising 
in Ukraine, said of Makhno: “As an an¬ 
archist, he believed that no man had the 
right to command another. The stoiy of 
Makhno’s struggle during the civil war 
is the story of the abandonment of the 
latter principle in favour of the conven¬ 
tional tactics of a war of movement” (C 
Darch The Makhnovshchina 1917- 
1921: ideology, nationalism and peas¬ 
ant insurgency Bradford 1994). 

McKay argues: “Clearly Wills knows 
little about the Makhnoite movement.” I 
admit this is true. However, I would add 
that no one really knows that much. We 
cannot accurately gauge how exactly the 
structure of the Makhnoite communes 
and soviets worked, as “the only avail¬ 
able accounts come from committed an¬ 
archists, who fall easily into rhapsodic 
descriptions of the lost paradise, and 
whose evidence is clearly open to bias” 
(ibid). McKay’s comparisons between the 
Bolsheviks and Makhnoites, which use 
no empirical data, can therefore be re¬ 
garded, largely, as straw man arguments. 

“The Makhnoites called soviet con¬ 
gresses. the Bolsheviks disbanded 
them,” points out McKay. Of course, the 
Bolsheviks too called soviet congresses. 
What McKay is referring to is Trotsky’s 
order number 1,824, which called for tire 
disbanding of the Fourth Congress of 
Regional Soviets in Guliai-Pole. How¬ 
ever, at the Third Congress, Makhno had 
denied the legitimacy of the All-Ukrain¬ 


ian Congress of Soviets, advocated the 
liquidation of Bolshevik soviets and 
called for agitation against state social¬ 
ism. All this as the revolution fought for 
its survival and Bolsheviks were arming 
the Makhnoites against the whites! 

McKay continues to insist that the 
attacks on workers’ democracy began 
before the civil war. Yet the date he gives 
for this, the spring of 1918, was well after 
the outbreak of the conflict. 

“Is Wills implying that Bolshevik ide¬ 
ology played no role in the decisions 
made?” No, but as a materialist I believe 
objective social reality was the final de¬ 
ciding factor. If the revolution had spread, 
the great strains on the infant workers’ 
state would have been reduced and the 
impulse to bureaucratisation could have 
been curbed. For more detail on this ques¬ 
tion I would recommend Jack Conrad’s 
excellent six-part article ( Weekly Worker 
September 19-October31 2002). 

“He absolves the Bolshevik leader¬ 
ship of responsibility for its own actions 
by stating ‘the real cause’ was ‘the fail¬ 
ures and betrayals of the workers’ move¬ 
ment in Europe and elsewhere’. If all else 
fails, blame the workers, eh?” 

I was actually paraphrasing Rosa Lux¬ 
emburg, who had good reason to say 
this. In Germany, between December 
1918 and January 1919, the soviets that 
had sprung up over the country were 
liquidated by the anny on the orders of 
SDP leader, Gustav Noske. What’s more, 
most of the ‘socialist’ parties of western 
Europe had backed the inter-imperialist 
slaughter. Therefore I did not “blame the 
workers", but those traitors in the move¬ 
ment that sent them to their deaths. 

McKay claims that his brand of anti- 
statism is consistent by arguing that he 
was paraphrasing Bakunin. Engels said 
of Bakunin’s model of revolutionary or¬ 
ganisation: “We are thus confronted 
with a perfect reconstruction of all the 
elements of the authoritarian state.” In¬ 
deed Bakunin himself admits as much 
when he describes his organisation as a 
“new revolutionary state” (Engels and 
Lafargue The alliance of the socialist 
democracy and the International Work¬ 
ing Men’s Association 1873). Hardly 
consistent anti-statism! 

Joe Wills 
email 

Eclectic errors 

Before Enrico Mandelstam writes to you 
suggesting you have in some way dis¬ 
torted the positions of the Partito della 
Rifondazione Comunista, I feel I had 
better point out a few mistakes that have 
arisen in the course of the Weekly Work¬ 
er’s valiant attempt to transcribe my talk 
to the CPGB summer school in August 
(‘PRC - origins, problems and pros¬ 
pects’, November 12). 

(1) What I actually said was “the PCI 
leader Occhetto in 1989-91", not “the 
Togliatti in 1989-91” (sic). This might 
have struck Italian comrades as particu¬ 
larly strange, since Togliatti died in 1964. 

(2) The third centre-left prime minister 
referred to should have been Giuliano 
Amato , and not “Amato”. 

(3) The demonstrator murdered at Genoa 
in July 2001 was of course Carlo Giuliani, 
not “Giuliano”. 

(4) The war I was comparing with the 
Afghan war was the Second Gulf war, 
not World War II. 

I hope that even an “eclectic inde¬ 
pendent”, who allegedly inhabits the 
right wing of the Socialist Alliance, can 
rely on you to correct these typographi¬ 
cal en'ors. 

TobyAbse 

London 

On Zafari 

Their is a little mistake in tire article, ‘Britain 
to host ESF 2004’ ( Weekly Worker Novem¬ 
ber 12). Sophie Zafari, who is a member of 
the Ligue Communiste Revolutionnaire, 
represents the FSU (unitary union federa¬ 
tion), the most important teachers’ union 
in France, and not the CGT. 

Raymond Debord 
France 


ACTION 


London Communist Forum 

Sunday November 23, 5pm - ‘Where next for ESF?’ Come along and 
discuss where the European movement goes in the aftermath of Paris. 
London will be hosting the 2004 ESF. But will the preparations be open, 
democratic and inclusive? And what is a genuine proletarian, communist 
programme for Europe - withdrawal, or a fighting unity with the working 
class across the continent? 

Diorama Arts Centre, 34 Osnaburgh Street, London NW1 (nearest tube: 
Regents Park, Great Portland Street). 

Kent Communist Forum 

Wednesday December 3, 8pm - ‘Trade unions and the rank and file’. 
Friends Meeting House, The Friars, Canterbury. Speaker: Alan Stevens 
(CPGB). 

Defend Council Housing 

National committee meeting, Saturday November 22, 12 noon to 4pm, 
Haywood room. Council House, College Road, Doncaster. Lunch provided 
by Doncaster Tenants Federation - phone 07951 156881 to advise num¬ 
bers. 

Colombia solidarity 

Congressman Wilson Borja’s speaking tour - ‘Colombia in conflict: 

Britain’s secret war?’ Organised by Justice for Colombia and War on Want. 
Monday November 24, 5pm, Glasgow University. 

Wednesday November 26, 12.30pm, Justice for Colombia reception 
hosted by Rhodri Morgan AM, Conference rooms A and B, Assembly 
Rooms, Cardiff. 

Thursday November 27, 7pm, the Old Market, Upper Market Street, 
Hove. 

Saturday November 29, 10am, TUC Congress House, Council 
Chamber (5th floor), Great Russell Street, London WC1 (nearest tube: 
Tottenham Court Road). 

Other speakers include: Brendan Barber (TUC general secretary and 
Justice for Colombia president); Jeremy Dear (National Union of Journal¬ 
ists general secretary). Chair: Mick Rix (Justice for Colombia vice-chair). 
Places limited, book via 020 7794 3644 or info@justiceforcolombia.org 

Close Campsfield 

Tenth anniversary demonstration, Saturday November 29, 12 noon, 
Campsfield House detention centre, Langford Lane, Kidlington, Oxford¬ 
shire. 

Organised by Campaign to Close Campsfield. Information on transport, 
messages of solidarity, etc: info@closecampsfield.org.uk; http:// 
www.closecampsfield.org.uk/ 

Boycott Coca Cola 

Conference, Saturday December 6, 12.45pm to 5pm, School of Oriental and 
African Studies, Thomhaugh Street, Russell Square, London WC1 
(nearest tubes: Russell Square, Euston, Euston Square). With Luis 
Eduardo Garcia, Colombian food and drink union, Indian activist Shankar 
Gopalakrishnan. 

Followed by ‘Party for Palestine and Colombia’ from 8pm. Suggested 
donation: £5; £2 conference only. 

Organised by Colombia Solidarity Campaign: colombia_sc@hotmail.com 

CPGB exhibition 

The story of the Communist Party of Great Britain from the People’s 
History Museum. Open now; ends Sunday April 25 2004. Tuesday- 
Sunday, 11am to 4.30pm, the Pump House, 1 Bridge Street, Manchester 
M3. Entrance: £1; children and concessions: free. First Friday of the 
month: ‘Bluffer’s guide to CPGB’ tom'. 

0161-839 6061; karenm@peopleshistoiymuseum.org.uk 

Party wills 

The CPGB has fomis available for you to include the Party and the 
struggle for communism in your will. Write for details. 

RDG 

To contact the Revolutionary Democratic Group, email 
rdgroup @ yahoo .com 


Socialist Alliance 


Creative House, 82-90 Queensland Road, London N7 7AS; 020-7609 2999; 
office @ socialistalliance.net 

Brent and Harrow SA 

Public meeting: ‘The way ahead for the anti-war movement and SA’, 
Wednesday November 26, 7.30pm, Willesden Suite, Willesden Green 
Library Centre, 95 High Road, London NW10. Speaker: Alan Thomett. 

Convention of the Trade Union Left 

Saturday February 7 2004, Friends Meeting House, Euston, London. 

Union sponsors so far include: London region. Unison; London region, 
FBU; Essex committee, FBU; Cambridge and District Trade Union Council; 
Natfhe Western Region; Yorkshire and District Natfhe; Stratford Nol 
branch, RMT. Speakers include Bob Crow, general secretary RMT; Paul 
Mackney, general secretary Natfhe. 

Organised by Socialist Alliance, tu-convention@yahoo.co.uk 

Building a socialist alternative 

SA pamphlet by Alan Thomett, £2 each; discounts for bulk orders. 


www.cpgb.oig.uk/action 
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Attac - www.attac.org; 

www.attac.org.uk; 

www.attac.info 


Globalisation 
from below? 


I t is fair to say that Attac’s 
central involvement in the 
European Social Forum 
process has forced its campaign 
for the introduction of a Tobin tax 
onto the left’s agenda across the 
continent. As yet, its influence in 
Britain is pretty marginal, but this 
could change as greater left 
unity is forged in the run-up to 
next year’s Euro-elections and 
London ESF. 

Moving beyond the flashy 
introduction on Attac’s interna¬ 
tional website, we are greeted 
with a screen conveying a better 
impression than the ESF’s effort. 
Tucked at the side beneath the 
welcome and a choice of five 
languages (German, French, 
Spanish and Italian, as well as 
English) is Attac’s brief mission 
statement. Having set out its aim 
of an “international movement 
for democratic control of 
financial markets and their 
institutions”, it moves on to 
discuss how it is a pluralist and 
non-hierarchical organisation 
with nods toward “enrichment” 
and refusal to make binding 
decisions that affect the group as 
a whole. This may well suit the 
needs of Attac as a protest 
movement, but can mean a 
recipe for unaccountability - as 
the behaviour of its activists in 
mobilising the ESF has shown. 

Scrolling from top to bottom, 
the page heads off with a panel 
of photos invoking images of 
protest, poverty, development 
and farming. Underneath are 
links to the four English-lan¬ 
guage sites - Australia, Britain, 
Ireland, and Jersey (presumably 
this has something to do with its 
status as a tax haven), and a link 
to a page of enfranchised 
websites. Also included on that 
page is an extended founding 
statement offering more semi¬ 
anarchist soundbites. Back on 
the main site, the next feature 
advertises a couple of interna¬ 
tional mailing lists maintained by 
Attac. The first is for the periodic 
press releases it puts out, and 
the second for its newsletter 
Sand in the wheels, which can be 
sampled in archives stretching 
back to 1999. 

There are a few other items 
dotted around the website. The 
most important of these is the 
‘Referring to the platform’ 
hyperlink that crops up at 
intervals. This is the official 
movement platform, describing 
how free-ranging capital has 
become an anti-democratic 
threat, leaving economic 
devastation and underdevelop¬ 
ment in its wake. It suggests how 
the Tobin tax on speculative 


transactions would be collected 
and redistributed to the world’s 
poor, and act as an impetus for 
resistance and the reclaiming of 
politics by ‘the people’. Despite 
the problems with Attac’s 
position, this does represent an 
attempt at thinking through a 
‘globalisation from below’, and is 
in advance on the plodding calls 
made by much of the left for a 
return to the safe days of 
national reformist strategies 
(unfortunately, too much socialist 
opposition to the EU is couched in 
the rusty language of anti¬ 
globalisation). 

The other international site 
maintained by Attac (http:// 
www.attac.infb) is, as the URL 
suggests, dedicated to informa¬ 
tion. It opens with an apology for 
the failure of this site to cover 
last week’s ESF. Unspecified 
“logistic and political” reasons 
are to blame, apparently. Still, 
comrades can instead immerse 
themselves in reports from the 
G8 meeting at Evian, January’s 
World Social Forum meeting in 
Porto Alegre, and the previous 
ESF at Florence (but be warned: 
relatively few documents are in 
English). Why the functions of 
this site cannot be subsumed into 
the other is beyond me. 

The internet home of Attac 
Britain (http://www.attac.org.uK/ 
attac) does not measure up well 
to its international relative, at 
least on first glance. Yet here the 
no-frills approach has the virtue 
of allowing the information to be 
plainly set out. The ‘About Attac’ 
page is a handy guide to what the 
movement is about, its origins in 
Britain, the movement’s struc¬ 
tures and a list of existing 
branches. The ‘Library’ is a nice 
touch too, containing an archive 
of documents on finance, 
militarism, civil society and Attac 
itself. In all an interesting 
collection, which I hope will be 
the basis for a more complete 
resource. 

Also worthy of note is a news 
item posted on November 17 by 
Matti Kohonen, a comrade active 
in London Attac. He reports on his 
experiences of the ESF, reviews 
coverage of it in the mainstream 
and left press, and argues for 
the planning of the 2004 ESF in 
London to be opened up. If it 
“looks like a party conference... 
or a Hyde Park rally, then it will 
be dismissed as nothing new, 
uninteresting and a dead end 
for both social movements and 
transformative political think¬ 
ing.” 

Quite right. SWP and friends, 
take note • 

Phil Hamilton 



One forum 


O ver50,000people attended the 
second European Social Fo¬ 
rum, which took place from 
November 12-16 in separate 
suburbs of Paris. 

In 625 plenaries, seminars and work¬ 
shops, more than 900 speakers ad¬ 
dressed the crowds. These are similar 
figures to last year’s ESF in Florence. 
However, the two events felt very dif¬ 
ferent indeed. The only time this sec¬ 
ond ESF really felt like the huge political 
gathering that indeed it was, was dur¬ 
ing the big demonstration that took 
place on the Saturday. More than 
100.000 people marched against the Iraq 
war and the attacks on social rights 
across Europe. The task for all demo¬ 
crats and communists in Britain is now 
to work very hard to make the next ESF 
in Britain an event that not just builds 
on the success of Florence and Paris - 
but actually goes further. 


A good demonstration is 

always uplifting. The march 
of over 100,000 communist 
and left groups from the Place de la 
Republique to the Place de la 
Nation in Paris was certainly that. 
Paris, it is true, may not have quite 
matched Florence in atmospheric 
terms, but one thing is certain - 
London (or whichever other British 
city ends up hosting the ESF) will 
have a lot to live up to in 2004. 

Unlike in Florence, Paris lacked 
the cohesion and guiding influence 
of a single hegemonic force. Rather 
the three largest contingents on the 
demo - the LCR, PCF and CGT trade 
unions together coloured the event. 
Lutte Ouvriere, in full sectarian 
mode, was nowhere to be seen. 

Although it was refreshing to see 
a wide range of militants being 
drawn in (there were sizeable 
Basque and Catalan blocs, for 
example), it was impossible for any 
communist not to think back to 
Florence and its almost unbroken 
sea of red Rifondazione Comunista 
flags - each proudly emblazoned 
with the hammer and sickle. 

The lack of any clear leading 
force had another, far more serious, 
consequence, however. Towards the 
rear of the march the main PCF bloc 
was attacked with bottles and 


And there is a lot of room for manoeu¬ 
vre. Florence had the advantage of be¬ 
ing our first ever ESF - a benchmark to 
which Paris can be compared. It does not 
score too well though. Firstly, on the 
positive side, there was a lot more space 
for debate and discussion at this year’s 
gathering. The platforms were not quite 
as crowded as last year, where nine or 
10 speakers took up most of the time at 
each meeting. This year, almost always 
a range of people from the floor had the 
chance to intervene, which made for 
generally more interesting and engaging 
discussions. 

However, Florence felt a lot bigger and 
also a lot more exciting - and not just 
because it was our first ever ESF. The 
main problem with this year’s forum was 
the fact that the venues were so far apart. 
While St Denis is in the north of Paris, 
La Villette and Bobigny are to the north 
east, and Ivry lies in the south of the 


fireworks by a gaggle of two to 
three hundred anarchists. The PCF 
militants, obviously caught off 
guard, simply linked arms and bore 
the attack. The gendarmerie, who 
had until then maintained a discreet 
distance out of sight, appeared in 
riot gear and fired tear gas to 
disperse the melee at the rear. 

The potential for such wrecking 
activities had been foreseen in 
Florence - Fausto Bertinotti had 
warned that the PRC would “deal 
with” any trouble-makers. On that 
occasion the march passed off 
entirely peacefully. 

Whilst the anarchists in Paris 
may rightly regard the PCF as 
bureaucratic, reformist and guilty of 
treachery against our class, the 
PCF, like many other organisations 
contains sincere and honest 
communists in its ranks. Attacking 
them during a march that brought 
together a hundred thousand - 
including activists from across 
Europe - served as an alibi for police 
intervention. In objective terms such 
a stunt is reactionary: frankly, it is 
the sort of thing one expects from 
fascists. It will be working class 
political struggle that ultimately 
deals with reformism, class collabo¬ 
ration and bureaucratism in the PCF 
and elsewhere - not throwing 


French capital. To get from one venue 
to another took between 30 minutes and 
one and a half hours on the busy metro. 
Not only that: hi Bobigny, St Denis and 
Ivry the meeting halls, spaces for stalls 
and food tents were again extremely far 
one from the other, hi Bobigny for exam¬ 
ple, it took over 20 minutes to walk from 
the main site, where all the meetings took 
place, to the tent that housed the stalls. 
Quickly La Villette emerged as the real 
political centre of the whole event, as it 
was the only site where meeting rooms, 
stalls, food areas and tents for big meet¬ 
ings were situated in one large park. 

La Villette could have easily hosted 
the whole event. There was space for far 
more big tents. It was, however, a politi¬ 
cal decision that caused the scattering 
and therefore, unfortunately, to some 
extent the defusing of the event. Led by 
the reformist lobby group, Attac, the 
French organising committee was keen 


bottles and fireworks. 

However, despite these problems 
the overall character of the demon¬ 
stration was inspiring. The marchers 
began to gather in earnest in the 
Place de la Republique at around 
12.30. Rifondazione, as well as the 
Italian trade unions, Cobas and Sin 
Cobas, roused the impressive Italian 
delegation with cries of “Berlus¬ 
coni! Assassini!” and “Tony Blair! 
Assassini!” Comrades from the LCR 
were busy handing out song sheets - 
with mixed results, to say the least. 

A reworked version of Bella ciao, 
the old Italian partisan song, 
featuring the refrain “Vive I’Europe - 
/’Europe soc/a/e” went down well. 
Less popular was the frankly awful 
Sans la nommer. 

With the weather bright and 
chilly and no sign of the police 
(before the anarchist provocation, 
that is), the march progressed in 
good spirit. As darkness fell, we 
arrived in the Place de la Nation. 
Here one criticism should be made: 
the lack of any rally meant that the 
procession ended in something of 
an anti-climax. The whole demon¬ 
stration just dispersed, with the 
various groups either singing their 
own anthems or just drifting away. 
Nevertheless the square remained 
packed well into the evening. 

Despite a number of problems 
Paris has set the bar high for the 
ESF 2004* 

David Moran 



Anarchist target 

PCF attacked 
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four centres 


to assist those local councils that wanted 
a piece of the action. The mayor of Palis 
is a member of the Socialist Party, while 
the mayors of Ivry, Bobigny and St Denis 
are all in the French Communist Party. 
Just as Ken Livingstone is extremely 
keen to bring the next ESF to London in 
order to boost his leftwing image, so 
these four mayors battled to have ESF 
events in their towns. In all four loca¬ 
tions, there were large posters declaring 
that “St Denis is the window to the 
world” or informing us that “Bobigny 
welcomes its European friends”. 

The French organising committee 
should really have balanced offers of free 
venues and other financial help from 
mayors and councils with the needs of 
the tens of thousands of activists. But 
then, spreading out the event was actu¬ 
ally in the interest of Attac, whose mem¬ 
bers account for a majority on the 
organising committee. For months, the 


comrades had been arguing for the ESF 
to become “less gigantic” in future - and 
less frequent. Rather than moving for¬ 
ward, building closer ties between our 
different countries and groups, they 
want to leave things as they are. 

In particular Bernard Cassen, co¬ 
founder of die World Social Forum and 
former president of Attac France, has 
been exerting pressure on the French or¬ 
ganising committee. Aldiough generally 
not much liked on a personal level for his 
snobbish mannerisms and petty-bour¬ 
geois lifestyle, he still continues to be a 
dominant figure on the French left and 
now holds the post of honorary presi¬ 
dency of Attac France. 

The whole event certainly lacked the 
edge of militancy that was visible in Flor¬ 
ence - a reflection of the different kinds 
of political leadership the main parties 
give. Both the French Communist Party 
and the Ligue Communiste Revolution- 


ESF soundbites 


Only 100,000 

At an organising meeting of 100 
or so people, which took place on 
the evening of Saturday November 
15, Sophie Zafari of the French or¬ 
ganising committee, Attac and the 
LCR, reported on that afternoon’s 
demonstration - and could not re¬ 
frain from having a little dig at the 
SWP: “We cannot deny it - we only 
had 100,000 people on our demo,” 
she said - some SWP members 
had queried the figure, suggest¬ 
ing that it must have been bigger. 

“We do not want to be negative 
in France. But we do have the habit 
of reporting the figures of our 
demonstrations accurately,” said 
comrade Zafari, to loud laughter 
from the rest of the meeting - apart 
from our SWP comrades, who sat 
there stone-faced. 

Scots missed 

On Novemberl2 the Scottish 
newspaper The Herald excitedly 
reported that “plans are being 
made to bring Europe’s socialists 
to Glasgow or Edinburgh next year 
for what organisers predict could 
be the biggest conference ever 
held in Scotland. 

“As the Scottish Socialist 
Party prepares to seek Euro-fund- 
ing for its European election cam¬ 
paign in the early summer, moves 
are being made to bring the Euro¬ 
pean Socialist [sic] Forum - a 
group including former commu¬ 
nists, radical leftists, unions and 
others - for a series of conferences 
involving an estimated 50,000 
people. The conference could be 
split among two or more cities, 
with a stadium possibly hosting a 
rally. The plans emerged, as lead¬ 
ers of the emerging European 
Anti-Capitalist Left - another 
group opposed to globalisation - 
meet in Paris to plan a common 
manifesto for the June European 
elections.” 

The Herald's lack of under¬ 
standing about what the ESF actu¬ 
ally is reflected in the article’s 
general lack of accuracy, it seems. 
“A j ournalist merely picked up on 
some casual discussions,” SSP 
national secretary Allan Green 
told us. “Yes, we discussed it for a 
while, but it does seem more likely 
that we will support the ESF com¬ 


ing to London,” he said. Of course, 
in theory the comrades still have 
until December 13 to make up 
their mind. On that day, a public 
meeting that includes delegations 
from France and Italy will decide 
on the precise venue, as well as on 
the modus operandi of the British 
bid. 

Cassen castigated 

An organising meeting on the 
Tuesday morning was involuntary 
witness to the self-important an¬ 
tics of Bernard Cassen, guru and 
founder of Attac. He phoned com¬ 
rade Annik, who was chairing the 
meeting. First she spoke quietly to 
him and the meeting continued. 
However, as she got louder and 
angrier, the meeting stopped and 
listened in astonishment to the dis¬ 
cussion. A comrade from the PCF 
was kind enough to translate the 
shouting for us few non-French 
present. 

Cassen had previously ap¬ 
proached the organising commit¬ 
tee demanding to speak at the 
opening ceremony of the ESF in La 
Villette. The committee refused, 
because “we did not want any big 
names on the platform”, accord¬ 
ing to our interpreter. Cassen, not 
used to being refused, got on the 
phone to the mayor of Paris, de¬ 
manding a space on the platform. 
But, far from complying with this 
request, the mayor phoned the ESF 
organisers to complain in his turn 
about Cassen’s egotistical behav¬ 
iour. 

When Annik told Cassen about 
the mayor’s phone call, the 
founder of Attac accused her of 
“making the mayor change his 
mind”. For 10 minutes or so, he 
raged and shouted, with Annik 
shouting even louder to shut him 
up. Judging by the pleased look on 
her face, she won that particular 
argument. 

When Annik finished, she got 
a warm round of applause from 
everybody present - most of them 
of course members of Cassen’s 
very own Attac. If only the com¬ 
rades were as outspoken and self- 
confident when it comes to 
distancing themselves not just 
from the honorary president, but 
from Attac’s rightwing policies* 


naire seemed - at least for the duration 
of the ESF and the year-long preparation 
- almost to dissolve themselves into 
Attac, within which there is a strong pull 
to the right. 

To get an idea of the thinking of the 
leadership of Attac, one only needs to 
look at the praise that Jacques Nikonoff, 
Cassen’s right-hand man and now presi¬ 
dent of Attac France, poured on the 
French and German governments dur¬ 
ing the war against Iraq. “France, Ger¬ 
many and Belgium are saving Europe 
and its peoples’ honour, because they 
are the only governments, massively 
supported by their peoples, who are 
defending law, who are defending intel¬ 
ligence, who can see beyond the end of 
their noses,” he said in an interview with 
the World Socialist Website. “Europe is 
the bearer of a universal message of in¬ 
ternationalism, of peace, of conciliation, 
of cooperation with the Arab world, 


[which] is something extremely positive 
for the building of that multipolar world 
which we need.” 

The question of the “multipolar 
world" certainly featured prominently in 
the various meetings. Rather than focus¬ 
ing on our own forces in order to build a 
democratic counterweight to - and ulti¬ 
mately producing the gravedigger for - 
global imperialism, the comrades in 
France want the ‘good’ European gov¬ 
ernments to take on ‘bad’ America. 
There are of course differences between 
some European governments and the 
US administration, which we should ex¬ 
ploit to the full. However, to actually fight 
for the nation-states of Europe to be¬ 
come more powerful is quite a different 
matter. 

Fortunately, numerous speakers, es¬ 
pecially from the floor, attacked this dan¬ 
gerous and erroneous strategy. The left 
across Europe needs to distance itself 


from such rightwing philosophies and 
openly expose their politics, which in 
effect neutralises the power of the work¬ 
ing class. 

Our own ESF in Britain will hopefully 
benefit from having revolutionary or¬ 
ganisations like the Socialist Workers 
Party at its core. The ESF 2004 offers a 
fantastic opportunity to sharply move 
the ESF to the left and, most crucially, 
give it a real purpose. At the moment, the 
ESF is neither fish nor fowl. It contains 
revolutionary groups across Europe, yet 
it refuses to systematically develop al¬ 
ternatives and structures that could chal¬ 
lenge the European Union of capital. A 
real cultural revolution is needed. All 
consistent democrats and socialists in 
Britain must fight to make the next ESF 
the best, most inclusive and most effec¬ 
tive gathering the contemporary Euro¬ 
pean left has seen • 

Tina Becker 
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‘Anti-semitism’ 
smear flops 


I n the months leading up to the ESF 
there was very little coverage of the 
event in the mainstream French 
press. But suddenly all that changed at 
the beginning of October, with the pub¬ 
lication of a number of articles alleging 
that the forum was providing a platform 
for a confirmed ‘anti-semite’ in the shape 
of Tariq Ramadan, an influential islamic 
militant who had been encouraging 
muslim organisations to participate in 
the ESF. 

According to Bemard-Henri Levy, a 
document written by Ramadan, which 
had been posted on the ESF internet dis¬ 
cussion list a few days earlier, was noth¬ 
ing short of a latter-day version of “the 
Protocol of the elders of Zion”: Ram¬ 
adan’s piece, entitled ‘Critique of the 
(new) communitarian intellectuals’, “un¬ 
der cover of a legitimate attack on the 
communitarian spirit, only serves to re¬ 
vive the old theme of the Jewish plot” 
(Le Point October 8). Levy advised anti¬ 
globalists to “keep their distance” from 
Ramadan, with the implication that the 
ESF should be boycotted unless he was 
removed from the speakers list. 

In similar vein Claude Askolovitch 
wanted to know, “Can you be anti-glo- 
balist and anti-semitic?” (Le Nouvel 
Obsen’ateur October 9). Writing in the 
same paper, Andre Glucksmann de¬ 
scribed Ramadan as “an able intellectual, 
brought up in the school of the Muslim 
Brotherhood”, while the Zionist website 
Communaute online claimed that his 
grandfather was Hassan Al-Banna, the 
founder of the Muslim Brotherhood in 
Egypt. 

Apparently such detail was consid¬ 
ered sufficient to persuade readers that 
Ramadan, a Geneva-based professor of 
philosophy and ‘islamology’, was in¬ 
deed a fully-fledged anti-semite. It was 
not thought necessary to reproduce ex¬ 
tracts from his document to substanti¬ 
ate the allegations in any of the 
newspapers carrying such articles. 

It seems that the offending passage 
in ‘Critique of the (new) communitarian 
intellectuals" was one which criticised 
“French Jewish intellectuals who up to 
now have been considered universal- 
ists” for having begun to “develop 
analyses more and more oriented to¬ 
wards communitarian concerns”. Some 
of these “Jewish intellectuals” were iden¬ 
tified by Ramadan (they included Levy 
and Glucksmann), but it was far from 
clear how the claim that named Jews were 
“communitarian” could be considered 


anti-semitic. 

In a subsequent interview, Ramadan 
explained what he meant: “Certain pro- 
Israeli intellectuals, fearing the emer¬ 
gence of public support for the 
Palestinians (mixed perhaps with some 
expressions of anti-semitism), hold up 
the spectre of a ‘new Judeophobia’ ... 
they are pushing the Jews of France to 
develop reflexes of fear and are feeding 
in them the feeling of belonging first and 
foremost to the ‘Jewish community’” (Le 
Monde October 28). 

As for the allegations of anti-semitism, 
Ramadan was adamant: “I refute abso¬ 
lutely the charges ... levelled against me 
... I have unceasingly fought every anti- 
semitic tendency amongst muslims, re¬ 
futing one by one every legitimisation 
of it based on so-called theology”. The 
main thrust of his document, he said, was 
to “denounce those who, from a com¬ 
munitarian or pro-Israeli point of view, 
propose a biased reading of national and 
international issues”. 

But that did not stop the anti-ESF 
bandwagon, with several minor Gaullist 
and even Socialist Party politicians join¬ 
ing in the chorus of condemnation. Ex¬ 
treme rightwinger Alexandre del Valle 
condemned the ESF for providing a fo¬ 
rum for the “intellectual proceedings of 
communism and the totalitarian ideolo¬ 
gies of the far left” - forces that had united 
with “anti-western islamists” in their 
“hatred of Israel, America, Jews and the 
liberal west and capitalism in general” (Le 
Figaro November 8-9). Note how 
“Jews” is slipped in amongst the list. 

Communaute online ranted on at great 
length against not only Ramadan, but 
also Pierre Khalfa, member of Attac's 
administrative council and the Ligue 
Communiste Revolutionnaire, who had 
dismissed those who seek to “wave the 
red flag of anti-semitism on every occa¬ 
sion”. But the best the website could 
come up with in regard to the ESF ‘alter- 
mondialists’ was the claim that they 
refuse to speak of anti-semitism unless 
islamophobia is condemned too. 

Not true, of course. I attended the 
November 14 seminar at Ivry on ‘Reli¬ 
gions, social struggles and alterglobali- 
sation’ - addressed by, amongst others, 
Brazilian Jewish Marxist Michael Lowy 
and Tariq Ramadan himself - and heard 
a rather different dual denunciation: of 
anti-semitism and of those who had at¬ 
tempted to use it as a weapon to smear 
the ESF • 

Alan Fox 



Alex Callinicos: outed 


Multitude or working 


F or the second time in as many 
days popular demand for a par¬ 
ticular meeting overwhelmed 
the expectations of organisers. 
The previous evening, several hundred 
delegates were locked out of a plenary 
addressed by Rifondazione Comunista 
leader Fausto Bertinotti. For this meet¬ 
ing, ‘Multitude or working class?’, 
Antonio Negri, co-author of Empire, 
was a star attraction. Anybody could 
foresee that a meeting room with a mere 
200 capacity would be insufficient, or so 
one would think. In fact these are only 
two high-profile examples. At numerous 
other meetings the same problem was 
repeated. 

This debate between Antonio Negri 
and Alex Callinicos (SWP) left those 
outside exceeding those inside by a ra¬ 
tio of three to one. Chants began to go 
up: “Outside! Outside! Bring the meet¬ 


ing outside!” However, it was only when 
minor scuffles broke out between secu¬ 
rity staff and those at the front of the 
locked-out queue, that organisers con¬ 
sented to move the meeting into the 
open air. 

Alex Callinicos spoke first. His open¬ 
ing was a largely uncontroversial, ortho¬ 
dox Marxist critique of Negri’s 
conception of the ‘multitude" as the 
agent of social change. Whereas it was 
the working class, said comrade Callini¬ 
cos, that “creates the profits that global 
capital depends on”, and it is the work¬ 
ing class that “has the capacity to 
change, through its collective action, the 
existing social relations'". 

Comrade Callinicos pointed to the 
popular uprising in Bolivia against its 
neoliberal president, an uprising encom¬ 
passing both the rural and urban petty 
bourgeoisie that was held together and 


pushed forwards by the tin miners. It was 
the miners’ “tradition of collective action 
and solidarity - and their dynamite” - 
that was primarily responsible. Perfectly 
true, of course, but how can the comrade 
square this with his concluding call for 
the “fusion of the organised working 
class and the anti-capitalist movement”? 

The Bolivian experience (as with 
every other great social movement of the 
previous century, from Russia 1917 to 
Paris 1968) proves that, if there is to be 
even the possibility of victory, what is 
needed is not “fusion” (which is to say 
tailism), but the leadership of the revo¬ 
lutionary workers over other radicalised 
sections of society. 

Antonio Negri opened his speech by 
saying that "we all want to fight capital¬ 
ism for a better world”. He then went on 
to outline his objections to the Marxian 
concept of the working class. “People,” 


Lutte 

Ouvriere 

stays 

away 


C omrades from the Ligue 
Communiste Revolution¬ 
naire were present in large 
numbers at the ESF. Enthusiastic 
participants in the anti-globalisa- 
tion (or ‘altermondialist’) ‘move¬ 
ment’, they sponsored their own 
workshops, intervened in the 
seminars and plenaries, and of 
course provided two of the leading 
figures on the French mobilising 
committee in the shape of Pierre 
Khalfa and Sophie Zafari. In 
addition the LCR comrades 
produced a free eight-page daily 
supplement to their weekly paper, 
Rouge, for each of the three days 
of the ESF proper. 

Quite a contrast with their 
coalition partners for next year’s 
European and regional elections 
in France, Lutte Ouvriere. LO did 
not even send along paper-sellers 
to any of the ESF venues and if 
their comrades were present on 
the magnificent demonstration on 
Saturday November 15 this writer 
did not see them. The “notable 
absence of Lutte Ouvriere”, not 


only from the ESF, but from the 
anti-globalisation milieu itself, was 
remarked upon by the LCR - 
especially in the context of the 
mutually cooperative and com¬ 
radely noises coming from both 
organisations (Rouge Quotidien 
November 14). 

The ultra-economistic LO 
campaigns almost exclusively on 
trade union-type questions of pay, 
redundancies, pensions and 
workplace control and dismisses 
the social forum movement. True, 
“Many participants, no doubt in all 
sincerity, are shocked by economic 
disorder, the increase in poverty, 
redundancies, famine in poor 
countries and the degradation of 
the environment” (Lutte Ouvriere 
November 14). However, at best, 
they hold to the “noble dream” of 
an illusory, humanised capitalism; 
and, at worst, ‘altermondialism’ is 
a “prisoner of protectionism”. 
Besides, says Lutte Ouvriere, there 
is nothing new about globalisation 
- capitalism has always had the 
tendency to expand into a single, 


global system. 

Agreed, replies the LCR, but we 
are now witnessing a “new phase” 
- the “commercialisation of 
everything across the planet” - 
and that is what is provoking the 
internationalised resistance 
(Rouge Quotidien November 14). 
What is more, the protectionist 
tendencies promoted by the Attac 
majority, most notably its honorary 
president Bernard Cassen, are not 
shared by most of the thousands 
who flock to the ESF. 

The main point, of course, is 
that it is the duty of communists to 
fight for all the oppressed and to 
side with those who want to 
oppose the horrors of capitalism - 
not stand on the sidelines bemoan¬ 
ing the fact that they have not yet 
identified socialism as the answer 
or the working class as the 
emancipatory agent. LO has noted 
the attempts by establishment 
figures, claiming to ‘understand’ 
and ‘empathise with’ the ESF 
sentiment, to incorporate the 
social forum movement. But the 


comrades fail to grasp the simple 
truth that bourgeois politicians will 
certainly find it easier to neutral¬ 
ise the ESF if communists give 
them a free run. 

However, there are signs of a 
new readiness to admit its mis¬ 
takes on the part of Lutte Ouvriere 
- at least when it comes to its 
previous sectarian attitude 
towards concluding an electoral 
arrangement with the LCR. It was 
“wrong not to do so before the 
2002 presidentials,” concedes LO, 
welcoming the decision of the 
recent LCR conference to back the 
draft agreement for the 2004 
elections (Lutte Ouvriere Novem¬ 
ber 7). 

The LO membership must now 
ratify the deal at next month’s 
conference of the organisation. 

While LO regrets the LCR 
conference decision to drop the 
‘dictatorship of the proletariat’ 
from the league’s vocabulary, it 
realises that - especially in view of 
the changes in electoral law, 
introducing a second round for 
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class? 


he said, “are working in different ways. 
Value,” he continued, “is constructed by 
the putting into motion of the whole of 
society." This, he said, was “the multi¬ 
tude”. In a word, Negri was simply re¬ 
peating all the old ‘death of the working 
class’ nonsense previously spouted by 
Eurocommunists and others. 

As if to underline his rupture with or¬ 
thodox Marxism, the comrade castigated 
the left for “ignoring the peasantry”. We 
must, he said, “relate to them specifically 
as peasants” and not take “the aristo¬ 
cratic (?!) view that later they must sim¬ 
ply become workers”. 

Perhaps, here lies the heart of the mat¬ 
ter: does Negri’s conception of the fu¬ 
ture imply the preservation of private 
property? If that is the case it leaves him 
a revolutionary radical, but one at odds 
with proletarian socialism • 

David Moran 


regional elections with a 10% 
threshold - it is essential for the 
left to stand together. Moreover, it 
is the “responsibility of both 
organisations to explore the 
possibility of common interven¬ 
tions in other spheres too” (ibid). 
Hopefully this new-found spirit can 
be extended to include other 
groups. In an encouraging devel¬ 
opment, the revolutionary Gauche 
Communiste faction of the ‘offi¬ 
cial’ Parti Communiste Francais 
has asked to be included in the 
electoral alliance. 

While it is still early days, the 
privately expressed hopes of the 
PCF leadership that the LO-LCR 
agreement will founder on the 
rocks of ‘altermondialism’ look to 
be misplaced. Like the LCR, the 
PCF was present at the ESF in 
force - aiming to channel the 
rebellious sentiment back into the 
mainstream, reformist left. 

Another reason why Lutte 
Ouvriere’s boycott is very much to 
be regretted • 

Peter Manson 


Political horse-trading 



CPGB comrades at La Villette: not in the ‘inner circle’ 


T he closing ‘assembly of the so¬ 
cial movements', which took 
place on Sunday November 16, 
took some important decisions. 
Unlike the ESF itself, which has been 
condemned by the World Social Forum 
to remain a mere talking shop, unable to 
organise any activities, the assembly of 
social movements - officially a separate 
gathering - did exactly that. 

Set up by the Italian comrades for last 
year’s ESF in Florence, the assembly 
provides a way around the attempt to 
keep our movement artificially weak. Pre¬ 
viously, the French organising commit¬ 
tee had attempted to scale down the 
assembly and even tried to abolish the 
working group that prepared for it. Even¬ 
tually, they gave in to pressure from the 
rest of the European left, in particular 
Rifondazione Comunista. In cooperation 
with a number of national delegations, 
they prepared an appeal, which set out 
some of the political and organisational 
objectives for the next 12 months. 

The text of this appeal has unfortu¬ 
nately, but typically, been put together 
for the most part behind closed doors. 
A product of horse-trading between 
various leading elements of the ESF, it 
combined some good political formula¬ 
tions with woolly liberalism. One of its 
most positive aspects is its emphasis on 
the fight for democracy, and there are 
also calls for a campaign for the free 
movement of peoples across Europe, for 
real equality between men and women, 
for citizen rights for all and for the right 
to self-determination for peoples within 
Europe. Specifically there is a plan to 
organise a day of action across Europe 
to coincide with the ratification of the 
European constitution on May 9 around 
the slogan, ‘For another Europe'. 

On the negative side, the text does not 
contain any mention of the working 
class, let alone its necessary leading role 
in the fight for democracy. It also bears 
witness to some backsliding on the is¬ 
sue of Iraq. Where before organisations 
involved in the ESF had agreed on a 
position of being against the war and 
harboured no illusions in the UN, the text 
now simply calls for the withdrawal of 
troops - with the question of how that is 
to be effected left open. 

At an organising meeting on Saturday 
evening (the day before the assembly) 
there had been a big argument over this. 
It was explained by Sophie Zafari and 
Pierre Khalfa, speaking on behalf of the 
French mobilising committee, that some 
within the ESF saw the UN as playing a 
progressive role in Iraq - most likely the 
rightwing leadership of Attac France. 
Concessions had to be made to them on 
this question. Comrades Zafari and 
Khalfa, the two most prominent figures 
on the organising committee, were criti¬ 
cised by others within the French mobi¬ 
lisation of betraying their own 
organisation, the Ligue Communiste 
Revolutionnaire. However, it seems this 
duumvirate know where their first loy¬ 
alty lies. The only amendment the com¬ 
rades were prepared to accept was the 
inclusion of “For the immediate restitu¬ 
tion of sovereignty to the Iraqi people”. 
Comrade Zafari explained that, unless 
there was a functioning state in Iraq, UN 
troops should be in charge. She ap¬ 
peared more annoyed than uncomfort¬ 
able with the allegations that she was 
selling out. 

This meeting was also chaotic be¬ 
cause it had not been democratically or¬ 
ganised. It was not advertised and 
unless you were within the inner circle - 
or knew somebody who was - you were 
not invited. There was no real agenda 
and Zafari made it clear that the state¬ 
ment, which was circulated with only 15 
copies to the 100 or so people present, 
could not be changed "in any major 
way”. As the meeting broke down and 
people became frustrated, the clear need 


for proper and accountable organisation 
within the ESF was underlined once 
again. Luciano Muhlbauer of Rifondazi¬ 
one Comunista excused the problems by 
saying that it had been very difficult to 
meet properly over the week, as people 
were staying in four different places. Yet 
the year before, in Florence, a small 
group of people met for almost the en¬ 
tire duration of the ESF in order to work 
on the text. That made the appeal maybe 
a little better, although it was hardly more 
transparent or democratic. 

The three-hour-long assembly itself, 
which was attended by roughly 2,000 
people, was a rather dull and no less 
undemocratic affair. Not only was the 
appeal not available in any form - com¬ 
rade Khalfa simply read it out. Worse, all 
40 contributions had been agreed be¬ 
forehand, during the meeting the night 
before. “We will have 40 speakers at 
three minutes each,” comrade Zafari had 
announced, after she read out a long list 


G iven the importance the 

CPGB places on the need for 
transparency and democracy 
in the ESF and the World Social 
Forum, the plenary on the strategies 
concerning the ‘dynamics and 
ambitions of the social forums 
movement from Porto Alegro to 
Mumbai’ was always going to be 
interesting. 

Unlike last year’s ESF, where 
speakers from the top table tended to 
talk down to, rather than engage 
with, the audience, there appeared to 
be more of a realisation of the 
shortcomings of the social forums - 
with a number of proposals, ranging 
from the sensible to the wacky, being 
raised from platform speakers, as 
well as those from the floor. 

Bernard Cassen, co-founder of the 
WSF and honorary president of 
Attac France, for example, spoke of 
the need for “practical measures” to 
be taken from the forums in order to 
engage in “practical work for the 
defence of workers’ rights ... We 
simply cannot meet from one year to 
the next and just talk”. Quite right, 
but, given Attac’s policy of actually 
holding back the ESF and arguing 
against the setting up of effective 
European-wide networks, his plea 
amounts to little more than hot air. 

A lot of hot air from Maria Styllou 
too. Listening to this activist in the 
SWP’s Greek sister organisation, 
Sosialistiko Ergatiko Komma, 
speaking on behalf of their version of 
Globalise Resistance, Genoa 2001, 
you would believe that all you need to 
do is to string together some militant 
phrases and everything else will 


of issues that in her opinion needed 
covering by those 40 people. “So if com¬ 
rades have suggestions for speakers, 
please put them forward now.” This led 
to all groups present rushing to send one 
or two people to the front, which looked 
more like a scrum on a mgby field. 

Another cause of controversy was 
the dates for action in the coming year. 
Workers Power - now parading them¬ 
selves as the League for a Fifth Interna¬ 
tional - in particular pretended to be upset 
that the ESF was not planning to organ¬ 
ise a general strike across Europe early 
in 2004. In Germany and Italy, the trade 
unions have called for days of action on 
February 15 in order to protest against 
cuts and privatisations. While Workers 
Power comrades breathlessly demanded 
that this date should be included in the 
appeal, other comrades patiently ex¬ 
plained that trade unions in other coun¬ 
tries might choose different dates. It was 
hardly within the power of the groups 


somehow follow. Demagogic her 
speech may have been; enlightening 
it was not. 

However, Salvatore Cannaro, 
editor of Rifondazione Comunista’s 
daily newspaper Liberazione, hit the 
nail on the head when he spoke of the 
need not only for “practical meas¬ 
ures”, but also for a debate between 
“reform and revolution” within the 
forums. “We’re strong enough to 
take it,” he insisted. 

From the floor, the need for 
democracy was, quite rightly, raised, 
including the important step of 


D espite the presence of some 
prominent individuals from Eu¬ 
ropean organisations on the 
platform, the discussion and debate on 
‘Europe within liberal globalisation - the 
role of the EU and responsibilities of 
European states in the architecture of 
world powers’ generally remained unin¬ 
spiring, with only a couple of speakers 
raising questions and views which had 
any potential of cutting to the heart of 
the issue. 

Susan George, vice-president of Attac 
France, revealed her reformist credentials 
- not to say her anti-Americanism - with 
her conclusion that the “democratic 
means we have at our disposal end with 
the nation-state, so we must use and 
participate within these to make Europe 
a counterweight to the political, cultural 
and military hegemony of USA”. 
Antonia Tricarico from the Campaign 


assembled in Paris to organise strike ac¬ 
tion themselves. Still, the WP comrades 
considered it a sell-out, but it was diffi¬ 
cult to see why. With an international day 
of action against the war on March 20 
and another mobilisation on May 9, there 
is no lack of commitment to act. 

Certainly May 9 does not hold much 
interest for most of the British left. At a 
meeting earlier in the week Chris 
Nineham informed everybody that the 
European constitution was “not an is¬ 
sue in Britain”. Not for the Socialist 
Workers Party anyway. The SWP does 
not seem to have noticed how it has 
been increasingly featured in news re¬ 
ports over the last few months. Or how 
it has split the establishment in Britain 
right down the middle. It also seems bliss¬ 
fully unaware of the consequences for 
the working class in Britain. There was 
no mention of the proposed constitution 
in any SWP contributions during the 
forum - except to dismiss it as being about 
bourgeois democracy and therefore by 
implication of no concern to the masses. 

Thankfully the left in Europe and par¬ 
ticularly in Italy are not so myopic. 
Speaker after speaker at the closing as¬ 
sembly spoke of the need to take mili¬ 
tant action on May 9 to pose an 
alternative Europe to that of the bour¬ 
geoisie. They linked social questions 
with the need to take on the existing 
European Union in a positive and united 
way. Here they are showing the way 
forward. 

As a matter of urgency, we must fight 
for the ESF to become a body that can 
take decisive action and build militant and 
effective networks and cross-border or¬ 
ganisations. Calling for days of action is 
a good start, but is hardly enough to stop 
the attacks against the working class on 
a European-wide scale • 

Anne Me Shane 


lifting the ban on political parties in 
order to facilitate transparent 
participation in the forums. Most 
leading individuals are actually 
members of political organisations, 
but either willingly or reluctantly do 
not mention the fact. As a result, you 
have to be in the know to understand 
the unspoken nuances of each 
contribution. 

The plenary contained important 
exchanges and ideas. It is essential 
we take the positive aspects from it 
and build on them • 

Jon Carroll 


to Reform the World Bank (Italy) was 
content to utter platitudes: “Since the 
WTO in Cancun, politics are now back 
on the agenda. So we must seize this 
political opportunity to achieve our po¬ 
litical means.” It was George Monbiot 
who, unless I misheard him, made the 
most profound comments, pointing out 
the “paradox” of the world government 
and elites who, while “fighting for their 
own interests, also create universal 
working class interests ... which will 
sow the seeds of their own destruction 
and thus forge us into a political move¬ 
ment which will change the cause of his¬ 
tory”. 

His call for a “global democratic revo¬ 
lution" certainly caught the attention of 
many of those in the audience, but how 
serious Monbiot actually is remains to 
be seen • 

Bob Davies 


Rhetoric and hot air 


Global revolution 
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Frightening Tony Blair 


Bob Paul spoke to George Monbiot 
at the European Social Forum 


W hat was your thinking 
in setting up the 
‘Principles of unity’ 
initiative with Salma 

Yaqoob? 

Salma’s thinking, which I support, is 
that we have built an incredible 
coalition against the war. And the 
logic is that, if we have done that, 
why can't we build something 
against all the other issues that so 
many people in Britain disagree with? 
Privatisation of public services, 
erosion of workplace rights, persecu¬ 
tion of asylum-seekers, destruction of 
the environment - all these issues 
that are not properly represented by 
any major political party in parliament. 

The idea is that we could try to 
sustain this incredible power that we 
mobilised when we were trying to 
stop the war with Iraq. We should 
start to put that weight behind 
parliamentary candidates - unity 
candidates drawn from the left, the 
Greens, the muslims, the people who 
are currently not properly repre¬ 
sented in parliament. 

My main ambition is to frighten 
Blair. At the moment it is easy for 
them to dismiss us, because we are 
not represented in parliament and we 
do not seem to be able to change 
anything. We have to show that we 
will not fall apart as soon as a 
particular issue is over and that we 
are actually going to provide a real 
opposition that can steal seats from 
the Labour Party. When that starts to 
happen, then Blair will get worried. 
That is my immediate ambition. 

If this is a serious option, then 
surely you are talking about 
building a new party of the left. 

I am not sure such an opposition 


should be party-based. My impres¬ 
sion of our coming together here is 
that party structures are not neces¬ 
sarily the appropriate means of 
leverage at a global level. What we 
need to do is to globalise and 
concentrate the moral authority that 
we already seem to possess. The 
international institutions claim to act 
on behalf of the world’s people, but 
we won’t let them get away with it 
and we will demonstrate again and 
again against them. 

All our large mobilisations want 
exactly the opposite of what those 
institutions want. They are beginning 
to get worried about that, because 
there is an evident crisis of legitimacy. 
We have to accelerate this crisis of 
legitimacy and show that they act not 
on behalf of the world’s people, but 
that they act on behalf of the world’s 
corporations. 

What role would you see for 
groups like the CPGB within such a 
coalition? 

They are of course an essential part 
of the coalition. I see this movement 
as multi-headed. What makes me so 
hopeful about today is that we can 
absorb a wide variety of views, while 
taking the same oppositional stands. 
It seems that we can hold these 
together. We have a diversity of 
debate and opinion, but we have a 
unity of purpose. 

That is to me the way forward for 
the new political movements around 
the world • 
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George Monbiot: ambition 


Combating religious hatred and chauvinism 


O n Saturday November 8, Awaaz 
South Asia Watch held its first 
conference in Camden Town 
Hall. This activist organisation was set 
up in the wake of last year’s Gujarat 
state-inspired pogroms against mus¬ 
lims in western India. 

Around 60 anti-fundamentalists gath¬ 
ered to discuss not only the carnage in 
Gujarat, but all forms of religiously 
fuelled bigotry, persecution and un¬ 
democratic practices, and especially 
how this impacts on the situation in the 
UK 

One of the first speakers in the morn¬ 
ing plenary session was Chetan Bhatt, 
a senior lecturer at Goldsmiths, who 
outlined in some detail the parallel or¬ 
ganisations set up in Britain by the fas¬ 
cist Rashtriya Swayamsevak Sangh 
(RSS), a group that forms the core of 
the current government party, 
Bharatiya Janata Party, both centrally 
and in the state of Gujarat. In India, the 
RSS has an estimated membership of 
between two and a half and six million. 
Here in Britain, one of its front bodies, 
Vishwa Hindu Parishad UK (World 
Hindu Congress), has received hun¬ 
dreds of thousands of pounds from La¬ 
bour local authorities ignorant of its 
true nature. 

Members of the RSS’s UK arm, 
Hindu Swayamsevak Sangh, operate 
through VHP UK in Labour Friends of 


India and as local Labour councillors. 
Other directly controlled RSS fronts in 
Britain include Hindu Sevika Samiti 
(the women’s organisation); Overseas 
Friends of the B JP; Sewa International 
UK (which collected over £2 million al¬ 
legedly for the Gujarat earthquake, but 
gave most of it to the RSS to set up its 
own schools in Gujarat); Kalyan 
Ashram Trust UK; National Hindu Stu- 
dents’ Forum UK; Hindu Sahitya 
Kendra (publications distributor); and 
Friends of India Society International. 
These organisations have memberships 
totalling several thousands in the UK. 

Shias have become the main victims 
of recent sectarian violence carried out 
by other muslims in Pakistan, accord¬ 
ing to the next speaker, Athar Hussain, 
who is deputy director of the LSE’s Asia 
Research Centre; there is also sporadic 
violence against Christians, though to a 
much lesser extent. He explained that 
Pakistan’s religious schools, or 
madrasahs, arose because of gross fail¬ 
ure of the state in providing school 
places: there is often no alternative for 
many parents. Examining the situation 
in Kashmir, he thought it important that 
instead of using its own forces there the 
Pakistan government uses religious 
zealots, the muslim fundamentalists - 
though this presents it with the problem 
of how to turn them on and off accord¬ 
ing to its external requirements. We 


should, however, not treat these funda¬ 
mentalists as completely separate from 
the Pakistan state, since their organi¬ 
sations and movement are so favoured 
by it 

Iftikhar Malik, senior lecturer at 
Bath College of Higher Education and 
author of Religious minorities in Paki¬ 
stan (Minority Group report, 2002), 
identified and defined political islam - a 
term he found more useful than ‘islamic 
fundamentalism’, ‘islamism’, or ‘is¬ 
lamic terrorism’. Essentially, political 
islam seeks to glorify an idealised past, 
and possesses both a religious-eco¬ 
nomic agenda and a political movement 
Since the Iranian ‘revolution’ there has 
been a split in political islam between 
the immediatists, who favour armed 
struggle, and the gradualists. 

Iftikhar emphasised that wherever is- 
lamists operate they promise empower¬ 
ment, but deny it in practice: gender 
equality, for example, is nowhere to be 
seen. In Pakistan there has been a trans¬ 
formation from an initial founding idea 
of ‘muslim rights’, promoted by the 
country’s (arguably secular) first presi¬ 
dent, Jinnah, to the present pre-emi¬ 
nence of ‘islamic rights’. Of course, this 
has an impact on the estimated 12-14 
million non-muslim Pakistanis. He con¬ 
cluded by taking issue with Athar 
Hussain and thought that the question 
of the madrasahs presented secularists 


with the need for the development of a 
dialogue with many of those who run 
them, not mere condemnation. 

Speaking of the rise of religious ha¬ 
tred post-9/11, A run Kundnani, editor 
of the Institute of Race Relations news 
bulletin, cited a recent demonstration on 
which hindus and sikhs carried ban¬ 
ners declaring, ‘We’re not muslims’. 
He reminded those present that Sunrise 
Radio, which formerly described itself 
as ‘Britain’s leading Asian radio sta¬ 
tion’, has now banned the use of the word 
‘Asian’, following a campaign by the 
VHP and other rightists. Chillingly, 
Arun brought to the conference’s atten¬ 
tion the fact that the BNP has persuaded 
a group of Asians from the Shere-e-Pun- 
jab group to embark on a joint anti- 
muslim campaign: Rajinder Singh and 
Ammo Singh cooperated with the BNP 
in producing the CD Islam - a threat to 
us all ; Rajinder Singh now even writes 
a column for the BNP magazine, Iden¬ 
tity. 

Turning to the ease with which fun¬ 
damentalist hindu organisations gain 
credence in Britain, Arun blamed multi- 
culturalist unthinkingness, which sees 
‘community groups’ being represented 
by such bodies and the HSS as part of 
the ‘hobnobbing’ that fits so well with 
Blair’s latest reactionary fad of ‘faith 
groups’. 

Two speakers from the Da wood Fam¬ 


ily Justice Campaign spoke movingly 
about the murder of their family mem¬ 
bers during the anti-muslim pogroms 
in Gujarat and the lack of concern of the 
authorities, including the police. They 
made the point that advance for their 
particular campaign, highlighting the 
murder of British men, would have the 
benefit of helping greatly the isolated 
and poor in Gujarat who had also had 
family members murdered, but whose 
power to organise had been circum¬ 
scribed: 2,000 muslims have been 
killed and 100,000 are still living in 
relief camps. 

Differences over multiculturalism 
arose in the plenary sessions and dis¬ 
cussion workshops, with some partici¬ 
pants correctly attacking the concept 
and others finding something positive 
in it. Acceptance of multiculturalism 
means accepting ideas of ‘community’ 
and the immutability of cultures, which 
may help our rulers to divide and rule 
us. Multiculturalism is not grounded in 
a humanistic appreciation of all that is 
best in human culture(s) and it attempts 
to negate the power of assimilation from 
below by ossifying and ultimately de¬ 
stroying all that it touches. 

These and other issues will require 
further discussion within Awaaz to 
clarify its approach to the destructive di¬ 
visiveness of the chauvinists that it has 
been set up to combat • 


Jim Gilbert 
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SOCIALIST ALLIANCE 


Republican slogans 
and the CPGB 


Communist 
Party books 


A PLAN FOR I WHICH ROAD? 


I claimed in a previous article that the 
CPGB was ducking the question of re¬ 
publican slogans in its intervention in 
the Socialist Alliance (Weekly Worker 
November 6). Shortly after, the SA minority 
met in Birmingham and set up a democratic 
and republican platform, but avoided the 
word ‘republican’ in the official name by vot¬ 
ing for ‘Democracy Platform’. 

Sure enough, it was the votes of CPGB 
members, including Mike Macnair, that were 
key in the decision not to include ‘republi¬ 
can’ in the title of the platform. Had four CPGB 
members voted with us, our proposal would 
have won the first round vote by 13 to nine 
instead of the other way round. What we 
would have got was a platform with the cour¬ 
age and honesty to make clear we were not 
confined to the narrow politics of internal SA 
democracy. 

On its own, the failure of the CPGB in this 
vote does not amount to very much except 
that it is part of a consistent trend. The CPGB 
has refused, or simply failed, to recognise the 
fact that People before profit is a republican 
socialist programme. This is a particularly 
shocking retreat, when you remember that the 
CPGB played a major role in ensuring that 
People before profit was a republican social¬ 
ist programme in the first place. At the SA 
conference in 2000 which decided the pro¬ 
gramme, the CPGB put forward only demo¬ 
cratic republican demands. Now it has flipped 
over. 

This is even clearer on the question of 
party. The CPGB is lined up with the Socialist 
Workers Party in opposing the struggle for a 
militant republican socialist workers’ party. 
The CPGB has no problem with the call for a 
‘workers’ party’, a ‘socialist workers’ party’ 
or a ‘Socialist Alliance party’. And now the 
CPGB points to the Scottish Socialist Party. 
It is only the word ‘republican’ that is caus¬ 
ing the CPGB political difficulty. This sounds 
suspiciously like liberal republicanism, which 
says, ‘Of course we are republicans, so we 
do not need to mention it in our practical po¬ 
litical interventions’. 

There are only three possible reasons for 
the CPGB’s retreat. First, it could be a failure 
to recognise the great importance of republi¬ 
can slogans, as identified in the minimum pro¬ 
gramme. Second, it could be a bit of petty 
sectarianism in which the CPGB leaders do 
not want to be seen supporting republican 
slogans promoted by the Revolutionary 
Democratic Group. It would be a serious fail¬ 
ure of political leadership if personal ego 
stood in the way of developing the political 
consciousness and serving the interests of 
the working class. 

The third reason could be that the CPGB is 
now fearful of openly going head to head with 
the SWP - the immediate consequence of 
taking up republican cudgels. 

Mike Macnair’s reply is therefore interest¬ 
ing in trying to pin down why the CPGB is 
ducking republican slogans (Letters, Novem¬ 
ber 12). Mike seems to indicate the third rea¬ 
son. Fhs letter contains both a fundamental 
truth and a fundamental error. Mike begins 
from where we agree. He identifies “the cen¬ 
tral political contradiction in contemporary 
British politics” as the “democratic deficit” 
(ie, the republican question). Later he says: 
“The Socialist Alliance’s practical policy has 
been to attempt to evade this [republican] 
question by presenting its programme as a 
series of minor social reforms, as opposed to 
fundamental political change” (ie, republi¬ 
can democracy). Here Mike is absolutely cor¬ 
rect. 

The SA programme is a republican social¬ 
ist programme, reduced to “a series of minor 
social reforms” by the SWP-International 
Socialist Group leadership. The strength of a 
republican socialist programme is precisely 
that it addresses the “democratic deficit” and 
the “central... contradiction” and seeks “fun¬ 
damental political change”. This is why it is 
very different from the programme of old La- 
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bour social reforms promoted in the SA by 
the SWP. 

However, Mike’s fundamental error is to fail 
to recognise the connection between pro¬ 
gramme and party A republican socialist pro¬ 
gramme provides the basis for a republican 
socialist workers’ party. This means the re¬ 
jection of Labourism. A programme of old 
Labour social reforms can only lead to a La¬ 
bour Party mark two - a bankrupt exercise, 
given the “central political contradiction” 
identified by Mike. 

The SA’s republican socialist programme 
is not something simply to look at. Like a 
mgby ball, we need to pick it up and run into 
our opponents’ half of the field, and force it 
over their try line. What is the point of talk¬ 
ing about a “democratic deficit”, “central 
contradiction” and “fundamental political 
change” if we do not turn this into practical 
slogans to use in our interventions in the SA? 
Republicanism reserved for Weekly Worker 
articles and editorials is simply not good 
enough for any militant or revolutionary or¬ 
ganisation. 

The CPGB’s reluctance to identify the SA’s 
programme as ‘republican socialist’ leads to 
a serious error on the party question. It is an 
error that neither Mike nor the CPGB could 
continue with if they were honest and open 
about People before profit. The disconnec¬ 
tion between programme and party means 
that Mike slips into despondent leftism. He 
claims it is the RDG’s failure “to confront the 
objective relation of forces in the workers’ 
movement and its left” that is the source of 
our mistake. In fact this is exactly the error the 
CPGB has been guilty of in its fantasy poli¬ 
tics of converting the SA into a revolution¬ 
ary communist party. 

Mike helps us to identify the reason for the 
CPGB’s retreat from republicanism in what he 
sees as the forces ranged against us. He iden¬ 
tifies these as “the majority of the British or¬ 
ganised left”. This bureaucratic-economistic 
bloc is so overwhelming that it is “quite illu¬ 
sory to suppose that the tiny forces of the 
CPGB, the Alliance for Workers’ Liberty ... 
and the Revolutionary Democratic Group can 
appeal over the[ir] heads” to the “broad mil¬ 
lions who could be energised by a democratic 
[ie, republican socialist] alternative”. 

This is a council of despair. There is no 
point in raising republican slogans and de¬ 
mands because our opponents are too strong 
and too well entrenched! But even on Mike’s 
analysis they are not as well entrenched as 
might first appear, because Mike’s “central 
contradiction” will create an earthquake un¬ 
der their feet that will shake the very founda¬ 


tions on which they stand. Second, the re¬ 
publican socialist vanguard is relatively 
strong because it has seized hold of that cen¬ 
tral contradiction. Third, whilst we cannot yet 
appeal to “the broader millions”, we can con¬ 
nect with militant sections of the class. Mili¬ 
tant workers may not see themselves as 
revolutionary communists, but they have no 
problem with ‘republicanism’ or ‘socialism’ 
or even a combination of the two. 

The backward element is not the republi¬ 
can socialist vanguard nor the militant sec¬ 
tions of the class. It is the bureaucratic left 
sects that are big enough to interpose them¬ 
selves between the two. But that means that 
they are surrounded and can potentially be 
opposed from both sides. In order to fight the 
bureaucratic-economistic sects, even with 
our tiny forces, of course we can and must 
appeal over their heads to working class mili¬ 
tants. 

It is the only way we can defeat them. A 
republican socialist programme is the most 
powerful weapon we can unite around be¬ 
cause, as Mike has already identified, repub¬ 
licanism relates to the “democratic deficit”, 
the “central contradiction” and the need for 
“fundamental political change”. 

Republican socialism is the only means by 
which our tiny forces can have any hope of 
challenging the bureaucratic-economistic left. 
The republican socialist vanguard should not 
lose heart or lose confidence. On the contrary 
we need to be clearer, sharper and more fo¬ 
cused on the democratic deficit and the cen¬ 
tral contradiction. The CPGB has nothing to 
fear from this, except fear itself. 

Mike’s last paragraph gives the game 
away. He claims that “Dave’s proposal that 
we should give up on the SWP’s limited open¬ 
ings towards unity and set up shop with a 
direct call for a ‘militant republican socialist 
party’ is therefore - in the concrete situation 
- a proposal for a step away from, not towards, 
what is needed.” This is completely mistaken 
and false. 

First there is no proposal for the RDG to 
give up on the SWP’s limited openings for 
unity represented by the Socialist Alliance. 
We have had more reasons or excuses to 
leave the SA than most, given the war that 
the SWP has waged to expel our comrades 
from the SA. There is no question of us leav¬ 
ing the SA, even in its current unhealthy 
state. 

Second, appealing for a “militant republi¬ 
can socialist party” is not opposed to, nor 
does it give up on, the struggle to unite the 
left with militant sections of the class into a 
workers’ party. On the contrary the slogan 
provides the only scientific basis for such 
unity, because it is connected to Mike’s “cen¬ 
tral contradiction”. Of course, if Mike’s claim 
was hue, the same logic would apply to the 
Scottish Socialist Party. Is Mike really saying 
the SSP is “a proposal for a step away from, 
not towards, what is needed”? Mike’s whole 
argument here against the SSP and its twin 
sister, the republican socialist party, is patently 
false. 

Mike is like someone who sees Excalibur 
lying on the ground, but is too frightened to 
pick it up and use it. He sees the central con¬ 
tradiction merely intellectually in his head, but 
cannot convert it into a militant, fighting po¬ 
litical slogan and apply it in practice. Our job 
is not to point to contradictions and then run 
away from them, but to seize hold of them and 
apply them as our most potent political 
weapons • 

Dave Craig 

Revolutionary Democratic Group 


The backward element is not the 
republican socialist vanguard nor the 
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bureaucratic left sects 
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FROM OCTOBER 
TO AUGUST 


Jack 


Problems 


■ Which road? 

The programmes of ‘official communism’ were designed to serve 
those in the workers’ movement who had no interest in revolu¬ 
tion, those who preferred compromise with capitalism rather than 
its destruction. 

Jack Conrad also deals with the reformist programme of Peter 
Taaffe’s group and lays the groundwork necessary for drafting 
a revolutionary programme. 

£6.95/€ll 

■ From October to August 

Articles by Jack Conrad, charting the rise and demise of the USSR 
from Stalin’s monocratic dictatorship to the twists and turns of 
Gorbachev’s perestroika and Yeltsin’s counter-coup. Through¬ 
out there is a stress on the necessity of democracy. 

£6.95/€ll 

■ In the enemy camp 

Examines the theory and practice of communist electoral work. 
Particular attention is paid to the Bolsheviks’ anti-boycottism 
and their strategy for revolution. Vital for Socialist Alliance ac¬ 
tivists. 

£4.95/€7.75 

■ Problems of communist organisation 

What is the correct balance between democracy and central¬ 
ism? Jack Conrad explores this thorny issue in his historically 
significant argument against a disgruntled minority who deserted 
the CPGB in 1992. 

£4.95/€7.75 

■ A plan for miners 

The Communist Party’s ‘anti-submission’ to the Tory govern¬ 
ment’s 1992 coal review. The case is made for working class self¬ 
activity and socialism. Arthur Scargill famously disowned it. 

£1.00/€1.50 

■ Towards a Socialist Alliance party 

Jack Conrad’s book argues for the Socialist Alliance to move to 
a higher organisational and political stage. Drawing on an ex¬ 
tensive study of history, this work presents the ways and means 
of arriving at that end. 

£7.00/€ll 


Buy all 6 books for £23/€36 and save £8.80/€l4 
Delivery free within the United Kingdom 


Please send me a copy of: 

Which road? □ 

From October to August □ 

In the enemy camp □ 

Problems of communist organisation □ 
A plan for miners □ 

Towards a Socialist Alliance party □ 


I enclose a cheque, payable to CPGB, for 
£/€_ 

Name_ 

Address_ 


E- 

mail_ 

Please return to CPGB address 
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ANALYSIS 


Marxist Internet Archive 

Resource for the movement 


S ince I know that the Weekly Worker 
is widely read by people of other 
tendencies trying to find out what 
all the different groups are doing, I 
am delighted to take this opportunity to tell 
everyone something about the work on the 
Marxist Internet Archive. 

With the collapse of the Stalinist states in 
1989-1991 and the drying up of cheap editions 
of the Marxist classics - which happened to 
coincide with the start of the internet - small 
groups of people, largely in the United States 
and often from a Trotskyist or Maoist back¬ 
ground to begin with, commenced putting up 
‘classical’ texts on the web, often on their 
political group or party’s site. The reliability 
and the accuracy of these texts were and are 
no greater and no less than the printed 
sources from which they came, though inevi¬ 
tably there were typos and errors in copying 
via optical character recognition (OCR), 
which proofreading did not detect. 

The work involved was considerable, as it 
meant the copying of texts to put them in dig¬ 
ital form and, to begin with, this was largely 
copy-typing, as OCR technology was in its 
infancy. In 1993 Martha Gimenez, using the 
resources of Colorado University One group, 
and the university computers for their web¬ 
site, started putting up the main Marxist texts, 
and, under the aegis of the Progressive Soci¬ 
ology Network, created the Marx-Engels Vir¬ 
tual Library. Gradually, by a process of 
accretion, other sites - those belonging to 
small Marxist groups and individuals of that 
persuasion - gave their ‘classical’ material in 
digital form, for it made sense to have one 
place where all the such texts could be found 
without unnecessary duplication of effort, 
leaving their own sites to concentrate on cur¬ 
rent material and their views on present is¬ 
sues. 

After a variety of difficulties and arguments 
over the scope of the enterprise and whether 
the site should be restricted to Marx, Engels, 
De Leon, Trotsky and a few others (see their 
history at http://www.marxists.org/admin/in- 
tro/index.htm), the Marxist Internet Archive 
got its present structure, name and constitu¬ 
tion in 1998, and made contact with the Guten¬ 
berg project, which gave it a link. The plan 
was eventually to put all the collected works 
of Marx, Engels, Lenin and Trotsky on the 
web, to make them available to all, but the 
scope of the project has widened somewhat 
to include many other radical authors, with 
the proviso that they must be dead. All mate¬ 
rial, unless otherwise stated, is in the public 
domain and can be copied. 

By the end of the year 2003 there were over 
two gigabytes of material on www.marx- 
ists.org, including growing quantities of non- 
English material in 30-odd languages. We 
publish our statistics, which show that there 
has been a considerable growth of activity, 
particular since September 11 2001. By March 
2002, there were 2,700,000 pages downloaded 
during the month - up from just over one mil¬ 
lion in September 2001 and 860,000 in August 
of that year. In September 2003, 4,148,235 
pages were downloaded. But all these figures 
are made publicly available and can be found 
on the website. 

It is less clear precisely what sort of people 
are actually accessing the site. I would like to 
be able to assure comrades that all these hits 
and page downloads came from dedicated 
revolutionaries all over the world, but I fear 
the majority come from students desperately 
trying to finish or even start that already over¬ 
due essay. The fact that so many are looking 
at Trotsky’s History of the Russian Revolu¬ 
tion is, though, no bad thing. And the avail¬ 
ability of this material in English - now the 
world language - is of great potential impor¬ 
tance to those in the less developed world. 

A couple of years ago the English language 
part of the site divided up its material into 
Marxist writers and a reference section, in 
which the writings of those considered im¬ 
portant to the history of Marxism were placed, 
including Stalin and Mao Zedong - since 
most of those in the MIA collective would 
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not consider the latter two to be Marxists. 
This open and liberal approach to new mate¬ 
rial was so successful that a Maoist group in 
Germany, once large but now in sharp decline, 
who had placed all the works of the ‘chair¬ 
man’ in German on their own website offered 
them to the MIA and closed down them¬ 
selves. 

Another striking example is the fairly full 
list of the works of James Connolly, carefully 
transcribed from dusty newspaper articles in 
obscure libraries - often by members of the 
Irish Republican Socialist Party in their less 
homicidal moments for their tiny-circulation 
printed journal in Cork. The IRSP was happy 
to have them OCR-ed for the MIA and they 
are an excellent source for Connolly and all 
those interested in Irish and radical history. 
Only the Bordigists (who have quite a large 
collection of Amadeo Bordiga’s works online) 
and some of the very smallest and more lo- 
botomised Stalinist and Trotskyist groups 
still refuse cooperation, but we hope that they 
will come round in time, simply in order to give 
their work greater circulation. 

Every year the MIA produces an updated 
CD-rom (three disks or a DVD were needed 
in 2002) containing all its material. Though 
more or less at cost, the total sales are few - 
about two-three thousand or so - but they 
are often bought by westerners and sent as a 
gift to individuals in the third world or in coun¬ 
tries with repressive regimes, where they are 
invaluable. It is much easier to remain discreet 
over the contents of a CD-rom (on which the 
label of the latest ‘beat ’em up’ can be put) 
than a library of collected works. A number 
of mirror sites have been set up in different 
parts of the world and in different jurisdictions 
too. Again all these details are on the site. 
Recently the project consolidated its legal 
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continental unity 



In his new book of essays Jack Conrad 
argues against those who view the 
European Union and the single currency 
with trepidation. The unity of capitalist 
Europe is our opportunity to unite the 
European working class into a single 
combat party-a Communist Party of the 
EU. An important step in that direction 
would be a European Socialist Alliance. 
pp!29, £5 or €8 


position as a US non-profit entity. 

All, however, has not been plain sailing. The 
first threat to the site came in 1995, when 
Fortune magazine, running an article on the 
internet which was then in its infancy, re¬ 
marked in an aside that even the Marxists had 
taken to the web and were putting up their 
texts on the University of Colorado’s com¬ 
puters. The governing council of the univer¬ 
sity, composed of Republican businessmen 
and learning of this for the first time, were 
shocked at this assault on American freedom 
and all that they held dear and ordered the 
removal of the offending material. This was 
duly done, but the news spread rapidly 
through the hacker community who, though 
certainly not Marxist (their predominant poli¬ 
tics could perhaps be characterised as techno¬ 
anarchist), were outraged at this open political 
censorship. 

Almost immediately a violent assault was 
made by thousands of hackers against the 
university’s servers which promptly went 
down, were recovered and were attacked 
again and again and repeatedly went down. 
After a fortnight of chaos the governing body 
capitulated and the material was reinstated, 
though last year it has been closed as a mir¬ 
ror site. After a period with a commercial host, 
we now use a US non-profit site, for which its 
supporters pay - the cost of storage has fallen 
immensely and continues to fall with techni¬ 
cal advances - though the mirror sites are 
generally academic ones. 

Other threats derive from the copyright 
laws. Much material is out of copyright, but 
the translations of the works written more 
than 75 years ago could be an issue. Every 
attempt is made to use material out of copy¬ 
right, but both the status of the article and 
the law is often obscure. An article may have 
been published by a group or company that 
has long since disappeared; likewise the 
translators may be dead or difficult to find. 
Similarly, there are disputes over who owns 
the copyright of the Marx-Engels-Lenin Col¬ 
lected works. The obscurity arises from many 
changes in copyright internationally, which 
have not so far been tested in the courts. 

However, though American law is very 
harsh with copyright violators, to get dam¬ 
ages it has to be shown that there was finan¬ 
cial loss and this is rather difficult with, for 
example, the works of Lenin. If there is no 
money in it, lawyers are disinclined to sue on 
a ‘no win, no fee’ basis. In any case, like rights 
of way, the longer that a publication has been 
in the public domain without being chal¬ 
lenged, the weaker the case for damages be¬ 
comes. 

Indeed the only threat of legal action for 
violation of copyright to the MIA came from 
a tiny ex-Trotskyist sect, the American So¬ 
cialist Workers Party, which has the copyright 
to much of the master’s collected works. The 
SWP challenged eight articles with a letter 
from the principal firm of Wall Street intellec¬ 
tual property lawyers - they had no right to 
two of them anyway and an alternative trans¬ 
lation of another was swiftly found. Of that 
more could be said but we have not given up 
hope - we never give up hope - of eventually 
getting the SWP’s cooperation and enhanc¬ 
ing the circulation of Pathfinder’s printed 
works. At any rate the capitalists have never 
threatened to sue or to monopolise the infor¬ 
mation - only other lefties. 

Another more minor problem is the very 
large number of typographical errors in Marx, 
Engels and Lenin. The MIA would very much 
appreciate those who notice such errors no¬ 
tifying us of them through the procedure rec¬ 
ommended on the website. 

The future of this modest enterprise seems 
assured in the medium run, short of the in¬ 
stallation of very repressive regimes through¬ 
out the western world or, perhaps less likely, 
a revolutionary upsurge, which would make 
the information on the site valuable - millions 
would want to access it and might be prepared 
to pay for the privilege. That might lead to a 
buy-out of the collective by a profit maxim¬ 
iser and thus a restriction on access. Rather 


more conceivable would be a very serious 
falling out within the collective that manages 
the site - and there have been political ten¬ 
sions over the importance and emphasis on 
the site of the work of Mao Zedong and 
Castro, but, as long as the value of having 
such a useful ‘one-stop’ site is seen and ra¬ 
tionality prevails, compromise seems possi¬ 
ble. 

The fall in the price of storage of material 
seems to be happening much faster than the 
rate at which works can be transcribed on the 
most optimistic predictions, so there will be 
little problem as far as the cost of storage of 
the archive is concerned. However, problems 
are arising, as the use of the site is growing 
rapidly and in the much longer term it is pos¬ 
sible that the financial burden to those run¬ 
ning the site may become too great. The 
problem is the cost of the ‘pipes’ into the site 
rather than the storage of data. The collec¬ 
tive probably believes that if demand did rise 
enormously so would contributions from a 
variety of ‘Bollinger Bolsheviks’ and so an 
increase in demand would generate an in¬ 
crease in donations. 

Meanwhile future technologies will make 
the texts easier to read on-screen and the elec¬ 
tronic reading devices more portable. That will 
further strengthen long-term prospects. The 
whole thing can be thought of as a subset of 
the Gutenberg Project. Indeed the Gutenberg 
Project leaders are aware of the site and re¬ 
spect its work. 

Our most urgent political need at the mo¬ 
ment is for someone to run our Arabic site - 
they must be literate in both Arabic and com¬ 
puters - and also Arabic speakers who are 
prepared to put Marx, Engels and Lenin in 
digital form, using the already existing trans¬ 
lations from the Moscow Languages Pub¬ 
lishing House. We have made progress on 
the Farsi site, which is starting to grow, but 
the comrades there would always appreciate 
more Farsi texts - again already existing ones 
by Marx, Engels and Lenin. Translations are 
much more of an effort, but those too we 
would like - however, let us pick the low-hang¬ 
ing fruit first. The Farsi comrades tell me, right 
now we need Trotsky and Luxemburg mate¬ 
rial more than anything. So if you know any¬ 
one who would like to transcribe, or, even 
better, translate articles, then it would be a great 
help to the site. 

Among non-English material, I would par¬ 
ticularly recommend people to have a look at 
the excellent French site, largely due to the 
very hard work of a Lambertist, an ex-Lam- 
bertist and a member of Lutte Ouvriere. This 
is a fine example of cooperation in the inter¬ 
ests of the French-speaking working class as 
a whole. I believe many non-English speak¬ 
ers from the CP and pro-Chinese Marxist tra¬ 
ditions would be prepared to help us to make 
the work of Marx, Engels and Lenin available 
to all in their own languages. 

My own personal duties on the site have 
been largely confined to getting the works of 
the Second International into digital form. We 
now have excellent collections in English of 
the works of Kautsky, Bernstein and William 
Moms, and have made a start on Bebel, Bax, 
Lafargue, etc. Many of these, including 
Eleanor Marx, have no published bibliogra¬ 
phies and I am trying to do one for Bax by 
trawling through copies of papers in the Col- 
indale newspaper library (picking up the odd 
Lafargue, etc, while doing so) and would 
encourage others to do likewise with other 
authors. 

Finally I would appeal to anyone who 
might be dropping out of activity to consider 
proofreading or copying texts to send to us. 
And if you know any old Iranian or Arab left¬ 
ies who have a computer, feel isolated and 
therefore able to do nothing, but also feel 
guilty because of that, urge them to contact 
us to do something, even if it is just a pam¬ 
phlet or one chapter of Capital. 

Any queries or, more important, offers of 
help to me at tcrawford@revhist.data- 
net.co.uk • 

Ted Crawford 
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PCSU 


Confusion 
reigns over 
union 

bosses’ pay 



A t a meeting of 40 Public and Civil 
Service Union London Left Unity 
members on November 11, Social¬ 
ist Workers Party comrades voted 
against their organisation’s position with re¬ 
gards to tlie pay of rank and file candidates 
when elected as full-time trade union officials. 

The 10 SWP members present voted 
against a motion from the Socialist Caucus 
(moved by myself), which read as follows: 

“This conference notes the following - 
that: 

• there will be deputy general secretary (DGS) 
and assistant general secretary (AGS) elec¬ 
tions soon; 

• the bulk of members are in the administra¬ 
tive assistant (AA) to higher executive officer 
(HEO) grades; 

• currently the DGS and AGS are paid signifi¬ 
cantly more than the bulk of the members. 

“Taking all the above into account, this 
conference agrees that Left Unity policy 
should be that staff taking up the elected post 
of DGS and AGS should not have a gross 
wage higher than the average pay maximum 
of executive officers in central London.” 

This would have meant a wage of about 
£25,000. Hardly a poverty salary, as Alliance 
for Workers’ Liberty member John Moloney 
claimed when he moved a separate motion. 
This began as above, up to and including the 
bullet points. It concluded: 

“The general secretary’s real take home pay 
is approx £38,000 per year. Clearly the DGS 
and AGS should not earn more than him. 

“Taking all the above into account, this 
conference agrees that Left Unity policy 
should be that staff taking up the elected post 
of DGS should not have a gross wage higher 
than the average pay maximum of HEOs in 
central London. 

“This conference further agrees that Left 
Unity policy should be that staff taking up 
the elected post of AGS should not have a 
gross wage higher than the average pay mini¬ 
mum of HEOs in central London.” 

The AWL members present were split on 
the issue, with their rank and file activists 
voting for the Socialist Caucus motion and 
those on higher wages voting for the official 
AWL motion. It was a motion that differenti¬ 
ated between the officials: approximately 
£25,000 for the AGS; £30,000 forthe DGS; and 
at least £50,000 for the general secretary. 

The supporters of this motion never ex¬ 
plained why they, as revolutionary socialists, 
felt the need to have pay differentials for 
elected rank and file trade union officials 
working from the same HQ offices in London. 

The SWP members present were united in 
support of the second motion. The position 
of the SWP was confusing, in that they were 
also selling the new SWP pamphlet The awk¬ 
ward squad - New Labour and the rank and 
file , written by central committee member and 
industrial organiser Martin Smith. 

In the pamphlet comrade Smith restates the 
position that the SWP has held for decades. 
Comrade Smith not only deals with this im¬ 
portant issue of wages, which is constantly 
refened to throughout the pamphlet, but spe¬ 
cifically links it to the PCSU: 

“When elected, a rank and file trade union 
official is expected to take home the average 
wage of the workers he or she represents, and 
will be accountable to the members. For ex¬ 
ample, both Mark Serwotka of the PCS and 


the rank and file candidate in the postal in¬ 
dustry take home the average pay of their 
members" (p26). 

Putting aside the fact that Martin is wrong 
about Serwotka taking home the average 
pay of members - I wish we were taking 
home an average of £38,000 per year! - the 
SWP position is put quite clearly. Why then 
did the organisation’s members vote for 
elected officers to be paid a salary higher 
than the average member; and, secondly, 
why did they vote for successful candidates 
to be paid according to different scales? No¬ 
where has it been SWP policy to differenti¬ 
ate wages between the union posts, which 
is exactly what the motion they voted for ac¬ 
tually does. 

A number of SWP members were ques¬ 
tioned about their decision to vote against 
their party policy immediately after the meet¬ 
ing. Despite the unity the SWP showed in 
voting together, when questioned, the com¬ 
rades all gave different reasons: Phil Pardoe 
was of the view that quite simply the sec¬ 
ond motion was better; Jon Gamble felt the 
first motion was too abstract, compared to 
the second one; Joel Hirsch thought that 
full-timers should be earning £30,000 to 
£35,000 (though to his credit, when parts of 
the pamphlet the SWP was selling were read 
out to him, he alone accepted that the SWP 
members had voted against their own 
policy); Anna Owens was unable to give 
any comment; Keith Crane was just lost for 
words, when the pamphlet was read out to 
him, and seemed more concerned with what 


Another rather thin week. Our £500 
monthly fighting fund stood at a not very 
grand £180 seven days ago. Since then 
we received just four more donations ... 
and unfortunately one of them does not 
count. Comrade KG opened this month’s 
fund with a magnificent £100. However, 
he tells me that his direct debit payments 
begin next month, not this. So although 
he encloses a £100 cheque, we have, of 
course, already included this sum. As they 
say, one step forward, one step back. 

Our other three donations are some¬ 
what smaller, though nonetheless wel¬ 
come. Comrade DD sent us £20 via the 
CPGB's website PayPal facility, and £10 
came in the post from comrades FJ and 
SD. They take November’s fund to £220 
... but with only 10 days to go before the 
end of the month. 

Thankfully, that is not the end of the 
story. Over November 12-16 we had a 
small team of CPGB members and support¬ 
ers working hard at the European Social 
Forum in Paris. The CPGB raised money 
selling badges, handed out propaganda 


Martin Smith and Dave Hayes might have 
to say about such a position being taken by 
a group of very experienced SWP members 
whilst they were selling a pamphlet that 
clearly outlined the SWP policy that con¬ 
tradicted that position. 

I accept that sometimes a union meeting 
can throw up issues that have not been prop¬ 
erly considered, and therefore the best activ¬ 
ist can on occasion vote the wrong way. This 
is much more likely with comrades who are 
inexperienced. But to have all 10 SWP mem¬ 
bers voting the same way in the same meet¬ 
ing (and with most of the 10 being very 
experienced union members, and long-stand¬ 
ing members of the SWP to boot), this was 
clearly something more than a silly mistake. 

The SWP members in the PCSU must have 
collectively decided to oppose the position 
being put forward by Martin Smith and the 
SWP leaders. These PCSU members have 
decided to break with decades of SWP tradi¬ 
tion and the writings of Tony Cliff. We can 
only hope that the SWP leadership can rewin 
these comrades to a socialist and rank and 
file perspective - a perspective that comrade 
Smith attempts to outline in the new SWP 
pamphlet. I urge all CPGB, AWL and SWP 
members to read the pamphlet and, where 
there are differences between groups (or. in 
the case of the SWP and AWL, within 
groups), take the opportunity to debate them 
out • 

Lee Rock 

PCSU London regional organiser 
(personal capacity) 


in English, French and German and sold 
literature and a healthy number of papers. 

The recognition factor was particularly 
pleasing. Comrades from all over Europe 
know of the Weekly Worker and read it 
regularly on the web. Ligue Communiste 
Revolutionnaire members were particu¬ 
larly keen to take our leaflets and buy the 
paper. 

Around €2,200 worth of material was 
sold. Not only that, but we got a steady 
stream of donations. Though usually no 
more than one or two euros, they add up 
to €95, which at the present rate of ex¬ 
change means we have upped this 
month’s fighting fund to £293. Many 
thanks to our friends in Europe. 

For the circulation watchers amongst 
you, our web hits last week stood at 8,537 
- with 101 of them from France. This puts 
last week's overall readership at around 
10 , 000 * 

Robbie Rix 

Ask for a bankers order form, or 
send cheques, payable to Weekly 
Worker 


Fighting fund 

A little help from 
our friends 


What we 
fight for 

■ Our central aim is the organisation of communists, revolu¬ 
tionary socialists, anti-capitalists and all politically advanced 
workers into a Communist Party. Without organisation the 
working class is nothing; with the highest form of organisa¬ 
tion it is everything. 

■ The Provisional Central Committee organises members 
of the Communists Party, but there exists no real Commu¬ 
nist Party today. There are many so-called ‘parties’ on the 
left. In reality they are confessional sects. Members who 
disagree with the prescribed ‘line’ are expected to gag them¬ 
selves in public. Either that or face expulsion. 

■ Communists operate according to the principles of demo¬ 
cratic centralism. Through ongoing debate we seek to 
achieve unity in action and a common world outlook. As 
long as they support agreed actions, members have the 
right to speak openly and form temporary or permanent 
factions. 

■ Communists oppose the neo-conservative war plans of 
the Project for the New American Century and all imperial¬ 
ist wars but constantly strive to bring to the fore the funda¬ 
mental question - ending war is bound up with ending capi¬ 
talism. 

■ Communists are internationalists. Everywhere we strive 
for the closest unity and agreement of working class and 
progressive parties of all countries. We oppose every mani¬ 
festation of national sectionalism. It is an internationalist 
duty to uphold the principle, ‘One state, one party’. To the 
extent that the European Union becomes a state then that 
necessitates EU-wide trade unions and a Communist Party 
oftheEU. 

■The working class must be organised globally. Without a 
global Communist Party, a Communist International, the 
struggle against capital is weakened and lacks coordina¬ 
tion. 

■ Communists have no interest apart from the working class 
as a whole. They differ only in recognising the importance 
of Marxism as a guide to practice. That theory is no dogma, 
but must be constantly added to and enriched. 

■ Capitalism in its ceaseless search for profit puts the fu¬ 
ture of humanity at risk. Capitalism is synonymous with war, 
pollution, exploitation and crisis. As a global system capi¬ 
talism can only be superseded globally. All forms of na¬ 
tionalist socialism are reactionary and anti-working class. 

■ The capitalist class will never willingly allow their wealth 
and power to be taken away by a parliamentary vote. They 
will resist using every means at their disposal. Communists 
favour using parliament and winning the biggest possible 
working class representation. But workers must be read¬ 
ied to make revolution - peacefully if we can, forcibly if we 
must 

■ Communists fight for extreme democracy in all spheres 
of society. Democracy must be given a social content. 

■ We will use the most militant methods objective circum¬ 
stances allow to achieve a federal republic of England, 
Scotland and Wales, a united, federal Ireland and a United 
States of Europe. 

■ Communists favour industrial unions. Bureaucracy and 
class compromise must be fought and the trade unions 
transformed into schools for communism. 

■ Communists are champions of the oppressed. Women’s 
oppression, combating racism and chauvinism, and the strug¬ 
gle for peace and ecological sustainability are just as much 
working class questions as pay, trade union rights and de¬ 
mands for high-quality health, housing and education. 

■ Socialism represents victory in the battle for democracy. 

It is the rule of the working class. Socialism is either demo¬ 
cratic or, as with Stalin’s Soviet Union, it turns into its oppo¬ 
site. 

■ Socialism is the first stage of the worldwide transition to 
communism - a system which knows neither wars, exploita¬ 
tion, money, classes, states nor nations. Communism is gen¬ 
eral freedom and the real beginning of human history. 

■ All who accept these principles are urged to join the 
Communist Party. 
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Aiming to 
inflict serious 
damage 




November 18 
meeting in 
London: 
stop the war 
movement 
becomes a stop 
the occupation 
movement 


A t least 2,000 people - consider¬ 
ably more than the seating ca¬ 
pacity of the hall - attended a 
protest rally called by the Stop 
the War Coalition in Friends House, Lon¬ 
don on November 18. 

The event was called to kick off sev¬ 
eral days of protests against the visit of 
George W Bush. The numbers meant 
that hundreds of people were forced to 
assemble outside, in the garden, for an 
overflow rally - with a rotation of speak¬ 
ers from the main hall repeating their 
speeches. 

Such was the outrage against the pro¬ 
vocative visit - evidently designed, as 
was said by many, as a photo-opportu¬ 
nity to aid the increasingly precarious 
project of a Bush second term. 

Speakers included Harold Pinter, 
Deirdre Scott from the US anti-war coali¬ 
tion Answer (Action Now to Stop War 
and End Racism), a speaker from School 
Students against the War, John Rees 
from the Socialist Workers Party (speak¬ 
ing in the name of the STWC), Caroline 
Lucas from the Green Party, Kate Hud¬ 
son from CND, Tony Benn, and expelled 
Labour MP George Galloway. 

The final, and extremely inspiring, 
speaker was disabled Vietnam veteran 
Ron Kovic, author of Bom on the fourth 
of July, who spoke at length about his 
own experiences, both as an initially pa¬ 
triotic soldier, cripplingly wounded in 
battle, and later as a politicised fighter 
against the war - indeed fighting imperi¬ 
alism over decades, including its latest 
venture in Iraq. 


Ron Kovic received by far the great¬ 
est ovation of the rally - his speech 
added a tangible reality to the interna¬ 
tionalism that is necessary if a truly glo¬ 
bal revolutionary movement is to be 
built; a movement that can reach out to 
the American working class itself as al¬ 
lies in the struggle to overthrow the 
most powerful and dangerous imperial¬ 
ist state in history. 

The other event of immediate signifi¬ 
cance was that George Galloway once 
again trumpeted his determination to 
challenge Blair’s New Labour on ‘super 
Thursday’ - the European and GLA elec¬ 
tions next June, with a new leftwing coa¬ 
lition. 

No more details were as yet forthcom¬ 
ing than have already been fed into the 
public domain, but from the agitational 
emphasis of Galloway’s speech, it ap¬ 
pears that whatever is being planned 
will be ambitious and aimed at inflicting 
serious damage to Blair. 

One important preparation for this is 
the publication by Bookmarks of a pam¬ 
phlet containing the transcript of the 
show trial of comrade Galloway by his 
New Labour inquisitors. 

The blatant cynicism and complete 
disregard for elementary truth and integ¬ 
rity of any supposed ‘natural justice’ is 
laid out in pretty exhaustive detail in the 
pamphlet. Political dynamite, and quite 
possibly legal dynamite as well - Gallo¬ 
way has begun the process of challeng¬ 
ing his inquisitors in court: he may well 
win* 

Ian Donovan 
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